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acPin obedience to a resolution to try to give the 
subscribers to the Register the full worth of the 
money required for it, asupeLtmenT of eight pages 
is attached to the present number. 

The title page and index for the last vglume will 
be published next week. 





(CpThe arrangements for this number have been 
exceedingly deranged by the unusual space which 
we found it necessary to give up to the proceedings 
of congress,on the highly interesting subject so long 
discussed in both houses. Their nature was such 
that we could nut condense them, as our custom is, 
without an apprehension of neglecting something 
that ought to be clearly understood and generally 
known. It will beseen that the house of represen- 
tatives, having disagreed to all the amendmenis of the 
senate to the Maine bill, has passed the Missouri 
bill with the contemplated restriction, by a small 
but decisive majority, manifested on several occa- 
sions. The matter is now before a committee of 
conference of the two houses, and the National In- 
telligencer says, “there is yet a hope of its being 
ultimately adjusted, in such a manner as that each 
party will attain part of its object—and, as it is 
hoped, wiil serve to tranquilize the present ferment 
of the public mind.” (¢->P. S. See page 16. 

We have a copy of the report of the secretary of 
the treasury concerning a circulating medium, but 
not yet had time to read it. It is most likely that 
we shall insert the article entire, especially if Mr. 
Crawford has thrown the light which we hope that 
he has, 6n a matter so interesting, and about which 
many sober-minded people are so much mistaken. 
A body of solid gold, as long, broad and high as from 
hence to the planet Herschell, would be of no man- 
ner of use to any one, unless there were means to 
get some of it into circulation—the means provided of 
earning money, through labor. Money is plenty—the 
six per cent. stocks are at 105 to 104; but there is 
little use for money in the hands of those who do 
not cwéit. Hence it has a sluggish currency, and 
those who have it do not know what te do with it 
for themselves, and are afraid to trust it to others. 
Of late, the editor has been several times consulted 
as to the best means of investing money—and his 
advice uniformly was—pay your debts, if you owe 
any, and hold on to the balance, except so much as 
you may want for necessary expenses and rational 
enjoyment. If congress sets the manufactures to 
work, or any thing happens to give a stir to com- 
merce, money will be as “plenty” as a reasonable 
man can desire it to be. The people want employ- 
ment—without that, any scheme to relieve the ge- 
neral distress must be mischievous, for our embar- 
rassments are not of a temporary character: they are 
the natural effects of a ruinous policy and wild spe- 
culation, public and private. 

Mail robseries.—In three instanees, within about 
eighteen months, letters, mailed at James Town, Va. 
addressed to the editor, and containing small sums 
ef money, have either been arrested in their pro- 
gress or pilfered before they reached Baltimore. 
This would evidently shew that there is some vil- 
lain on the route, in whose discovery the public are | 
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much interested. There is hardly any, if any, spe- 
cies of crime against property so great as that of 
robbing the mail, and lessening the confidence of 
the people in this invaluable establishment. 

We observe also, that the southern mail, proceed- 
ing north to Charleston, was wholly taken from the 
driver, 13 miles south of Bee’s Creek. We trust 
that this will terminate as all other similar offences 
have done—in the arrest of the criminals and the 
recovery of the property. It is one of those offences 
which so much strikes at the interestof every man, 
that all men are on the alert to detect the authors 
of it. 


Revolution io Spain! 

The ship Mendoza, capt. Ramberger, hasarrived 
at Philadelphia, in 45 days from Cadiz, from which 
place she escaped on the Sth of Jannary, an em- 
bargo having been laid on all the vessels in that 
port. The following is published in the Philacel- 
phia Gazette, as extracts from the journal of capt. 
Ramberger, who is represented ‘as being one of 
the most respectable of his profession, and of un- 
questionable veracity.” 








From capt. Ramberger’s Journal. 

“On the 3d Jan. 1820, the news came to Cadiz, 
that part of the Spanish army consisting of 6000 
men, had taken possession of the Caraccas, (the 
king’s navy-yard) and the Isla, a town between Ca- 
diz and Caraccas - they had released the state pri- 
soners which were confined in Caraccas, and a col. 
of the prisoners put himself at their head; there 
was only one captain of the royalists killed, who op- 
posed the passage of the bridge at the Isla; he was 
shot by the colonel in person. Cadiz was as weil 
as possible fortified; an advance guard was sent to 
garrison a strong fort which commands the road of 
Cadiz, anc all the gatesshut. Not aperson allowed 
to go out or in without a written order from the 
governor; the whole city in great consternation; all 
the stores shut; the militia ordered out to patrole 
the streets; at 12 o’clock at night, we heard firing 
which lasted for half an hour. 

4th January—This morning the gates still shut; 
we received intelligence, that an advance of five 
hundred men had made an attack on the fort which 
commands the road to Cadiz, but were repulsed 
with the loss of seven men killed -The gates were 
opened this day at 12 0’clock. The communica- 
tion by land to the interior of Spain is stopped— 
provisions have augmented fifty per cent. this day. 
The general mail which started yesterday for the 
whole continent of Europe and England, was stop- 
ped by the National troops (as they call themselves) 
and destroyed. This day the governor sent out a 
flag to the Isla, to know what the troops wanted; 
they sent tor answer, they were very well situated; 
that they would not trouble Cadiz, as long as they 
would not interfere with them—that they were an 
advance of fifty thousand men; that they want the 
constitution of the Cortez; that they would not em- 
bark for South America; and that their arrears 
should be paid. They also said that ten thousand 
men had marched to Madrid to compel the king to 
grant their demands. ‘This afternoon, the men of 
war in the bay bent their sails, and were ordered 
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tv proceed to sea on a moment’s warning. All the 
gun-boats have been mannedand stationed at Pun-) 
talles, to prevent the National troops passing that 
post. ‘Thesailors and marines on board the men of 
war, and the regular troops in Cadiz have this day 
-received their pay due them.up to this day; promis- 
ing them that if they would remain faithful to the 
king, that they should be paid every month. All 
the provisions which were on board the transports 
for the great expedition, are disembarked and stor- 
ed in Cadiz. 

6th January. This day received intelligence of 
Porto Real, Porto Santa Maria, Sevilia, and all 
the neighboring towns, having been taken posses- 
sion of by the National troops, and all communica- 
tion with Cadiz stopped, all vessels in the bay em- 
bargoed, and no pilots permitted to leave the city. 

The state prisoners which were in the castle of 
St. Sebastian, made their escape last night; and it 
is said that they have joined the National troops at 
Porto St. Maria, ‘This night I made my escape out 
of the bay. 





The following is from a letter toa gentleman in 

Philadelphia, dated 
“Cadiz, 5th January. 

“We are besieged by 6000 men of the army that 
was destined for Buenos Ayres, who are determin- 
ed not to embark. They have possession of the 
arsenal and all the country round; and Iam inform- 
ed they have taken the city of Sevilia, and have 
proclaimed the constitution in every place they go. 
‘they permit the boats with provisions and passen- 
gers to pass from all the places round; and have pro- 
ciaimed it death in any soldier that takes any thing 
from an inhabitant without paying for it. I think if 
they proceed in this manner they willbe here in se- 
venor eight days, without any bloodshed. The inha- 
bitants seem to be satisfied with their proceedings. 
There is not 700 men in this garrison, and they 
are not in confidence with their present govern- 
ment.” 

January 6. 

«“{t would appear that a strong division of the 
grand army, originally destined against Buenos 
Ayres, had orders toymarch for Cadiz, where a de- 
tachment to consist of 6000 men, were to be sent 
to succour Morillo. The day before yesterday 
2000 men entered the Isla, and at the bridge the 
marine guards attempted to oppose their entrance. 
The result was that the commander of the guards 
and the centinel were shot by the approaching 
troops. On their entering the town they disarmed 
the marine guards, took the captain general of 
marines prisoner, and proceeded fer this place; but 
the ships of war in the bay having learnt what had 
taken place at Isla, sent about 400 marines, soldiers 
and officers, to the “Corta Dura,”* who on the ap- 
proach ofthe Insurgents, fired on them from the 
fort and killed about 13 on the spot 

Vhe troops then retired te the Isla, and then the 
¢ommander (a colonel) issued a proclamation styl- 
ing themselves the advance guard of the “constitu- 
tional army.” Other commanders it is said, have 
gone with their respective divisions, which consist 
of the whole of the army of the expedition, to dif- 


plot is of magnitude there is no doubt. I will write 





New York, February 29—noon. 
A letter was received in this city yesterday from 








*A strong fort on the Narrow pass. 


Havana, dated the 16th of Feb. which states, that 
a Spanish packet had just arrived there in a short 
passage from Cadiz, but brought no letters, nor did 
the officers communicate any news. The packet 
was to proceed immediately for La Vera Cruz.— 
Mer. Adv. 

cr We easily believe what we wish to be true-—~ 
An’, 3 we most sincerely desire the destruction of 
the Spanish monarchy and “holy inquisition,” that 
a gallant people may be relieved of an ungrateful 
tyrant and aherd of ‘priestly knaves and villains, 
we are heartily disposed to pray for the success of 
almost any measure which may accomplish results 
so happy. The “hero of Bennington” has said that 
“death is not the greatest of evils;” the gift of life 
without the means of living, is valueless. Such is 
the deplorable state of the people of Spain that 
they cannot be worsted—a change can hardly be 


| imagined that will not be beneficial to them; and 


that they will supportthe army, we think, cannot be 
doubted. We now look for agreatact of justice—- 
the capital punishment of a perjured king, and at 
least, the perpetual imprisonment of all persons 
eonnectedwith the inquisitionintheirown dungeons. 
Events of this nature have long been expected to 
happen in Spain, and we cannot see any cause to 
doubt the intelligence now received. There is 
reason and probability as to the general facts 
brought to us. 

if a revolution has taken place, and the king 
and his priests and counsellors meet with their de- 
serts, the consequences will be of great “pith and 
moment” to all the civilized world, but chiefly im- 
portant to North and South America. In the first 
piace, it will revive the commerce of the United 
States ina wonderful manner, and make money plene 
ty, as the saying is, by raising up objects on which 
to employ it, and many thousands now idle, or near- 
ly so, will find enoughto do, Florida will naturally 
fall into our hands without an effort; and Cuba, we 
trust, will assume independence—which, much as 
we are opposed to alliances, we should be almost 
willing at once to guarantee, soimmenselv interest- 
ing to usisitthat tis valuable island should remain 
in its present weakness or be possessed by a friend. 
Mexico will probably become an independent king- 
dom, at which, it has been hinted, that the vice- 
roy haslong been aiming. Venezuela and Grana- 
da, now united and called the republic of Coltum- 
bia with Buenos Ayres and Chili, will certainly be 
free. There will perhaps be a scramble among the 
European powers for some of the colonies of Spain, 
but though the government may be destroyed the 
nation will remain, and others will be preserved 
to it by mutual jealousies. Ep. Ree. 


eer 


‘Free trade and Sailors Rights.” 

Such was Porter’s motto, at the main of the 
tight little Essex,”*and Decatur’s toast at the din- 
ner given to him at New York, when he returned 
with the Macedonian “in tow:’’ such is the princi- 
ple of every naval officer in the United States,— 
and more than all, such is the rule by which every 
citizen of the republic has determined that things 
shall be governed. We therefore, hail with de- 
light the following statement of the proceedings of 
lieut. Ramage, at Havana, and, hateful as war 1s, 
loath as we are to have a difference with any nation, 
we trust that every American, in a public or pri- 
vate station, will carefully watch and stand prepar- 
ed to resist the “first dawning” of an attempt to re- 
duce a free-born brother to a worse than Algerine 
slavery. The question of impressment remained 
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unsettled at the treaty—but, principiis obsta; let us 
meet a resumption of the infernal practice at the 
beginning—make the strongest possible laws to 
exclude foreign seamen from our service, and en- 
force them with all the means in our power,—but 
declare to the world that under the “star spangled 
banner,” is really the “home of the free.” 

The British Wasp, it seems, encountered an 
American Hornet—our country’s thanks to lieut. 
RamaGe-and his officers, for a conduct so honora- 
ble to themselves, and, as an example, of inestima- 

‘ble value to preserve peace with England, and 

the respect of all foreign nations. We hope for 

particulars—they are as “precious as rubies.” 

From the Federal Gazette. Extact of aletter, dated 
Havana, Feb, 16, 1820. 

«I cannot close this letter without informing you 
that we have here two English brigs of war—and 
our litle pop-gur schooner Hornet, lieutenant Ra- 
mage, of six nine pounders -~One of the brigs fell 
into the old trick of impressing, by sending his boat 
on board the schr. Sarah and Louisa, of Baltimore, 
and taking out a sailor. I cannot enter into the 
whole detail of the affair, but suffice it to say that 
lieut. Ramage, immediately took it up in a gentle- 
manly, firm, and truly officer-like manner, such as 
characterize the noble sons ef Columbia’s gailant 
little navy, and after much correspondence has com- 
pletely gained his point. ‘The reply of the gover- 
nor te his official report of the occurrence, is very 
handsome. John Bull’s replies being somewhat 
irrelevant and evasive, Ramage gave him twelve 
hours for his categoricalanswer—whether he would 
or would not give up the man—the reply is satis- 
factory.—The Wasp is the English brig’s name, 
capt. Carter. Our officers were determined, if offici- 
al means did not answer, to make the affair a per- 
sonal one, as they are all resolved to do on every 
occasion, until old John desists from his insults.” 

op A Charleston paper,referrmg to the same'cir- 
cumstance, says—We understand that a pretty 
sharp correspondence toek place between captain 
Ramage of the Hornet, while at Havana, and the 
commander ef the British sloop of war Wasp, in 
consequence of the impressment by the latter of an 
American seaman, belonging toa Baltimore vessel. 
Asthe Wasp was about to sail for New Orleans, 
Captain Ramage forwarded a statement of the cir- 
cumstances to com. Patterson, who commands oy 
that station, and has also forwarded a similar state- 
ment to the secretary of the navy at Washington. 
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“Signs of the Times.” 

The following has been addressed to the editor of 
the “Rrcister” by some gentleman signing him- 
self «A Democrat of ’98,” with a request that it 
should “be put in form” for publication. We can- 
not comply with this request, having much more 
writing of our own to do than we can do, as we 
would: but believing that the hints deserve at- 
tention, we give them just as they were present- 
ed to us, for the reflection of our readers. 

Ep. Ree. 

Mr. Viles, 

Sin—Being one of your subscribers for many 
years, and, if [know myself, a democrat of the old 
school, one who, [ assure you, has no motive other 
than to invite you to examine the policy pursued 
by the general government since the late war 
and xew—and if you can shew that itis correct— 
I, and many others, will be much gratified. 

When we look at England and reflect on what 


sent state, and compare our present policy with 
her’s—I confe»s to you,that it appears to me alarm- 
ing. 

We have our bank—our standing army—our 
permanent navy —with all the officers, sub-officers 
and their connections, ramified throughout the 
whole nation—all of which appears to me to be ef 
a-piece—and in direct hostility with the liberties 
of the people. 

It seems to me the nation is asleep—the people 
seem contented in 1820 with the government’s pur- 
suing a policy which in 1800, caused a complete re- 
volution. 

I confess myself unable to see why it should be 
so. We surely have nothing to fear from foreign 
nations now, to cause these extensive preparations. 
Not soin 1800—all Europe was at war—and we 
less powerful and less in debt. Yet Mr. Jefferson 
thought the policy of 1800 most congenial te the 
feelings and interes‘s of the peeple. 

In 1820, we have little business and a bad pros- 
peet before us of its being better—are we not 
therefore forging chains for ourselves and our 
posterity? I do, most religiously believe, that a 
more certain mode cannot be adopted by the inge- 
nuity of man. 

Have we not permitted ourselves to be gulled 
by our deranged currency into a bank—and tick- 
led by the exploits of the late war, into a permanent 
navy and army? It is time we examine into it, or be 
assured it will be too late. 








A very seasonable article. 

The following is the eighth chapter of «A rapid 
sketch of the policy of the government of the Unit- 
ed States, on the subject of agriculiure, manufac- 
tures and commerce, fiom its organization to the pre- 


} sent time,”’ now in the press and speedily to be 


published, If the subjects generally, are manag- 
ed with the master-hand so evident in this ex- 
tract, I venture to say that the work will have a 
mighty effect upon the public reason. 

1 have myself, several times pretty severely ani- 
madverted upon the manner that businessis done, 
or neglected to be done, by congress; and stated 
some cases of hardship towards individuals which 
amoutted almost to a wanton dental to common 
justice, and others that shewed a waste and pro- 
fligacy in regard to the public money and of 
public time, unparalleled in the annals of legis- 
lation: but I fell far short of the effect which this 
exhibition must have on the considerate mind— 
which presents to us an astonishing apathy at the 
beginning of a session, and an undignified undis- 
criminating haste at the close of every one. 

Never was there a happier “hit” than the detail of 
the proceedings on the “compensation law,”con- 
trasted with those respecting the hero of Ben- 
nington—the venerable Stark, the last surviving 
major general of the revolution, old and feeble 
and in penury. The impression is irresistably 
made, that congress can legislate fast enough, on 
their own account. 

The things so justly complained of,must be corrected 
—the republic has suffered more by them than 
can be easily imagined, and for what? Aye, «that’s 
the question!”— that the people’s time and mo- 
ney may be consumed in visitings and feastings, 
or with drawling speeches, when the houses are 
in session, which nobody listens to, which would 
do no good if they were listened to, though 





most likely has been the causes thatled to her pre- ; 


costing us more than five hundred dollars per 
hour. 
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It will been seen by thecongressional proceedings, 
that Mr. Randolph, inthe circle of his eccentri- 
cities, has moved an enquiry into the contingent 
expenses of the house of representatives —but if 
he would attack the mighty evils exposed jin 
the article annexed, having first eorrected him- 
self, he would do his country the most essential 
service that he has the power to render it.* 

I hope that this exposition will sink deep in the 
mind of every independent editor in the United 
States, of whom I consider myself to be one. If 
we can be induced by a consideration of their 
\impertance, to act together to producea refor- 
mation, it may be accomplished. The people 
will nobly support us; a few who think them- 
selves vastly great men may be offended,—but 
they who made them members of congress, it 
must not be forgotten, can also unmake them. 
For my own part, I pledge myself notto neglect 
the people’s interest in this matter, and intend 
some day to visit the capitol to take a list of the 
members and how they are employed,while some 
person is making a speech—/for the newspapers. 

(pit must be observed, however, that on Tuesday 
last, the house of representatives deserved well 
of their country, and fairly earnt much more than 
their wages, by bringing the consideration of the 
Missouri question so nearly to a close as toor- 
derit toathird reading, after a sitting of nine 
hours and a most laborious discussion. No pos- 
sible good, but much injury has resulted by suf- 
fering itso long to be suspended, and every bo- 
dy, on either side, will be glad when it is finally 
disposed of. 

Dilatory mode of proceeding in congress. Lamentable 
waste of time. Statement of the progress of bills. 
Eighty two signedin one day! And four hundred 
and twenty in eleven! Unfeeling treatment of gen. 
Stark. Culpable attention to punctilio, Rapid 
movement of compensation dill, 

To every man interestedin the honorand pros- 
perity of the country, it isa subject of deep regret 
to reflect on the mode in which the public business 
is managed in and by congress. It 1s among the 
sources of the distress and embarrassment of our 
affairs, and requires an early and radical remedy. 
While in session, a considerable proportion of the 
members are employed in chatting—writing letters 
to their friends, er reading letters or newspapers. 
They pay little or no attention to the arguments of 
the speakers, except to those ofa few of distin- 
guished talents. To some of the orators, however, 
this is no great disappointment; as their speeches 
are too often made for the newspapers, and to dis- 
play their talents to their constituents. 

But the lamentable waste of time by the spirit of 
procrastination in the early part of the session, and 
by never-ending speechifying throughout its con- 
tinuance, is the greatest evil, and is discreditable 
to congress and highly pernicious to the public 
service. There is in almost every session some 
subject of real or fictitious importance, on which 
every member capable of speaking thinks himself 
bound to harangue, and to “keep the floor,” for 
two, three, four, five or six hours. The merits of 
the speechesare generally measured by the length 





*\ir. Randolph’s speech, (a sketch of which is 
published in the National Intelligencer and occu- 
pies acolumn), on moving this enquiry, though no 
doubt amusing, afforded about as good a specimen 
of the way in which time may be wasted, as any that 





we have seen. He talked ofthings whichhad no 
sort of connection with the subject of his motion. | 


oftime they occupy. They are all, to judge by the 
puffs in the newspapers, elegant, wonderful, pow- 
erful, admirable, excellent, inimitable, 

In most cases, it will be found, as is perfectly na. 
tural, that the early speeches, on each side, parti. 
cularly if by men of talents, exhaust the subject; 
and that those which follow them, do little more 
than retail the arguments previously advanced. It 
surely requires no small disregard of decorum for 2 
member to occupy the time of a public body, to 
whose care are entrusted the concerns ofa great 
nation, with such fatiguing repetitions. 

The debate on the repeal of the compensation 
act cost some weeks; that on the Seminole war, fills 
six hundred ofclose printed pages; which, ifdivested 
of the duplications, triplications, and quadrupli- 
cations,the rhetorical flourishes, and extraneous 
matter, would be reduced to two hundred—per. 
haps to one hundred and fifty. The Missouri ques- 
tion will probably fill from eight hundred to one 
thousand pages. Some of the prologues to these 
speeches are, as was humourously observed bv a 
member long since, like “sale coats,’ calculated to 
suit almost any other subject equally well. And 
during this miserable waste of time, excitement of 
angry passions, and seditious threats of separation, 
there isa total suspension of the business of the na- 
tion, whose blood flows at every pore—whose re- 
venues are failing—whose manufactures are para- 
lized--of whose commerce one half is annihilated— 
whose merchants and manufacturers are daily swal- 
lowed up in the vortex of bankruptcy—whose 
great staples have fallen in price at least thirty per 
cent.—and which exhibits in every direction, most 
appalling scenes ofcalamity and distress! 

Some idea may be formed of the mode in which 
the business of this nation is conducted by its le- 
gislature, from the following chronological state- 
ment of the periods at which the acts of successive 
sessions were approved by the presidents. Be- 
tween their passage in the two houses and the dates 
of the presidents’ signatures, there may be some 
few days difference, for which the reader will make 
allowance. But be that allowance what it may, it 
cannot remove the accusation of a most ruineus 
waste of time, and a most culpable and shameful 
proerastination of public business in congress. 

In the first session of the twelfth congress, which 
commenced on the 4th of November, 1811, and 
terminated onthe 6th of July, 1812, there were one 
hundred and thirty eight acts passed, which were 
signed by the president in the following chronolo- 
gical order— 





In November 2 
December - - - ° 8 
January - - > . - ° - 9 
February” - . - - - ° - 14 
March - - - - - - - 14 
April - - - “ . ° ; % 
May - - - : - . - o Wa 
June - - - : - - : - 17 
July Ist - - : - - - - 8 
July 6th - - re - - 29 

138 


Twelfth congress.— Second session. From Novem- 
ber 2, 1812. to March 5, 1813-— Sixty-two acts. 


November - ° : . . é ‘ 1 
December - ° - « “ oe 
January - * . ® a a ED 6 | 
February - - - - : . - 23 
March 3d - : . . ° . = 
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Thirteenth congress —First session. From May 24, January : : : : : : : 7 
to Aug. 2, 1813.—Fifty nine acts. February : : : : : : ae 
May - - - - - : 00; March =: Sis ead : : : 5 10 
June - - - - he ee - 3] April $d to 18th : : : : : > 54 
July oe a " - - ©, © + 32] April 20th ‘ 3 : : : os ae 
August 2d . - - - - - 24 | —_—— 
cities 1350 
59; The fifty two acts signed on the 20th of April, 


The twenty four acts signed on the 2d of August, 
contain forty six pages of close print. The act im- 
posing the direct tax, is in the number,und contains 
twenty two pages. " 
Thirteenth congress.—Second session. From Decem- 

ber 6, 1813, to April ~ ata visit eg at acts, 


December - - 
January - ne. fre I Nee eee 
February - - - - : : 7 
March - 6 - - : - 27 
April Ist to 16 - - - - - 18 
Aprillgth - - - - . : - 34]. 
95 
Thirteenth congress.— Third session. From Septem- 


Jer 19,1814, to March 3, 1815.— One hundred acis. 


September - - - - . - 00 
October - - : - - ° an 
November - - - ° . - 6 
December - : - - - - - iil 
January - - - - ve . ° 9 
February - ° » m ° . oan 
March Ist = ° ° - - - 4. 


- 31 
100 
The thirty-one acts signed on the 3d of March, 

contain thirty-five pages. 

This was the ever memorable session of con- 
gress, in which the imbecility of the majority and 
the factious violence of the minority, brought the 
nation to the jaws of destruction, previous to the 
close of the war. 
fourteenth congress,—First session. From Decem- 

ber 4, 1815, to April 30, 1816,—One hundred and 

seventy-three acts. 


March Sd 


December - - , - ° . 2 
January . : - - ° . - 4 
February - © « - . ce 
March - - - « ~ - 14 
April 2d to the 24, ° o - . ae 
26th and 27th - - - - - 59 

29th . . . . . . ae 

30th ° . “ ° hg 

172 


Fourteenth congress.— Second session. From Decem- 
ber 2, 1816, to March 3, 1817.—One hundred and 
fourteen acts. 


In December =; : : : : : 00 
In January : ; : : : ; . -# 
In February ; : : : : 10 
On Saturday, March Ist : ; : : 14 


March Sd : : : : : : 82 


114 | then to be called for. 


contain, of J. E. Hall’s edition, no less than eighty 
seven pages. In this session there were, it ap- 
pears, one hundred and six acts passed in seven- 
teen days--and only twenty four inthe preceding 
four months and a half! 

The annals of legislation may be challenged for 


2} any parallel case. 


Fifteenth congress.— Second zession. From November 
16, 1818, to March 3, 1819.—One Aundred and se- 
ven acts. 

November : : : 00 
December : : : : : , eae, 
January. : : : : : : : 4 
February : : : : : : $e 
March 2d : : : : : : 8 
March 3d _ : : : : : : ae 
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This system of procrastination has been coeval 
withthe government. I am informed by a gentle- 
man of veracity, that general Washington, when an 
extraordinary number of acts were presented to 


correctly decide upon, has expressed a strong and 
most marked disapprobation of so incorrect a pro- 


cedure, 

Analysis. 
Sessions of congress : - . 9 
Duration - - . months 393 
Acts passed - - - - 988 
Of which were signed in eleven days 420 


viz. 
1812. July 6th - ° ° . . - 29 
1813. March3d_ - - . ° ° >: ee 


August 3d - . - - . a 

1814. April 18th - OE Pee et 
1815. Maresh3d- |. - . . - 3i 
1816. April 26th, 27th and 29th : - - 90 
1817. March 3d - - . . . 82 
1818. April 20th - . - - . - Sea 
1819. March 3d - ° ° . 3 > 55 
Acts signed in eleven days 420 
Thus it appears that in three years and three months 
there were 568 acts signed—and in eleven days, as 


I have stated, 420!! Wonderful system of legisla- 
tion ! 

No small share of the censure due to the: pro- 
crastination of the public business, so visible in the 
above proceedings, justly attaches to the speaker 
for the time being. He ought to keep a docket 
of the business brought before the house, and urge 
committees to perform their duty. . Certain days 
should be appointed to make reports, which ought 
If not ready, others should 


* The acts ofthis session are comprised in one hun-| be fixed. And whenever the public business is 


dred pages. 


pages and a half—those in February four—those| requires the use of strong animadversion. 
on the first of March nine—and those on the 3d se- | arrangement would bs 
lutary consequences, 

other system, avery large portion of every session 


venty three! 


Fifteenth congress.—First session. From November 


16, 1817, to Apri! 20, 1818.—One hundred and | is literally thrown away. 
siness is crowded together at the close, that it 


thirty acts. 


Those signed in January occupy three | unnecessarily or wantonly procrastinated, his duty 


This 
productive of the most sa- 
Lut for want of this orsome 
And so much of the bu- 


Ever since 





— November : : : 00} is impossible to concoct it properly. 


December : : - ; : ILithe organization of the govern ..ent, three-fourths 





him on the last day of a session, more than he could — 
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of all the important acts have been passed within 
the last week or ten days of each session. 

Is it then surprising that the national business is 
egregiously ill-managed? ‘That the reiterated re- 
quests of so large a portion’ of our citizens, for a 
bankruptand other salutary acts, are of no avail?— 
How is it possible for the members—how is it 
possible for a president—to discharge their respec- 
tive duties conscientiously with such asystem? Can 
any powers short of superhuman, enable the latter 
to decide on the justice, the propriety, the consti- 
tutionality of twenty, thirty, forty, fifty, sixty, seven- 
ty, or eighty acts in one or two days? Is not this 
making a mere mockery of legislation? 

Two, three, andsometimesfour months are drawl- 
ed away inthe early part of the session—with three, 
four, six, eight, ten or twelve acts—and afterwards 
all the business is hurried through with indecent 
haste. Inthe one portion of the time, the progress 
resembles that of the snail or the sloth—in the 
other, that of the high mettled racer. In fact and 
in truth, if congress desired to bring republican go- 
vernment into disgrace, to render it a bye-word 
and a reproach, it would not be very easy to devise 
a plan more admirably calculated for the purpose 
than a considerable part of their proceedings. 

One ruinous consequence attending the system 
pirsued, is that, at the close of every session, 
some of the most important bills are necessarily 
postponed. 

It is frequently said in justification of the pro- 
crastination of congress, and the little business that 
is executed in the early part of the session, that the 
committees are employed in digesting and pre- 
paring their reports. It is obvious, that this must 
require time. But whoever considers the nature 
ot a large portion of the business that is discussed 
in that body, will be convinced that it might be dis- 
patched ina fifth part of the time it occupies. 

Among the acts hurried through at the clase of 
the session, there are frequently some, and among 
them private ones, which have “dragged their slow 
length along” for months before, and which might 


J annex the dates of introduction and of signature 
of a few to exemplify this. 

Reported, Signed 
Act to divide the state of Penn- 


sylvania into districts, 1818. Feb. 4 April 20 
Act for publication of laws, Jan.16 April 20 
Act for relief of B. Birdsall dan. 27 April 20 
Act for incorporating Columbian 

Institute, Feb. 3 April 20 
Act for relief of gen. Brown, Feb. 9 April 18 
Act for relief of T.and J. Clifford Jan. 20 April 20 


The bill for the relief of T. and J. Clifford, which 
was three monthson its passage through the houses, 
contains about twenty lines, and was for the remis- 
gien of duties paid on articles not subject to duty. 
Three days would have answered as well for the 
discussion as seven years. Such is the case with 
half the bills that are crowded together at the last 
day of the session. 


It may not be uninteresting tc make a few fur- 
ther extracts from the journals, shedding additional 
light on this important subject. 


1819. April 18. 
ing titles (nine in number 
third time ard passed.” 

April 20. 
titles ( ten in number 
time and passed,” 


“Engrossed bills of the follow- 
were severally read a 


«Bills from the senate of the following 
were severally read a third 


they have passed bills of this house of the following 
titles, to wit—(eighteen in number.” 

By acareful search through the journals of dif- 

ferent sessions, we might find three or four hundred 

bills, thus bundled together, and hastily read off, 

ten or a dozen en suite. 
The case of gen. Stark deserves to be put on 

record, to corroborate some of the opinions of- 

fered in this chapter. 

On the 6th of March, 1818, a petition was pre- 

sented by this old veteran, representing his neces- 

‘sitous circumstances, and praying that the bounty 

of the national government might be extended to 

him, in the decline of life, in compensation of his 

faithful services in defence of his country. It was 

refered to acommittee, who reported a bill on the 

9th, which ' was read the first and second time on 

that day. Jt then lay over untouched for above five 

weeks, till Saturday the 18th of April, when it was 

passed and sent to the senate, where it was read and 

referred to the committee on pensions, who re- 
ported it on that day without amendments. It 
was read the third time on Monday the 20th, 

im committee of the whole, and agreed to with 

amendments. It being against a rule of the se- 

nate to pass a bill, under these circumstances, 

on the same day, Mr. Fromentin moved -that the 

rule be dispensed with. But this motion was unfeel- 
ingly rejected. And as th: session was closed that 
day, the bill of course was lost; and the venerable 
old hero, about ninety years of age, and bending 
over the grave, was disappointed at that time of 
receiving the pittance intended for him. The im- 
portance of his victory at Bennington, which led to 
those all-impertant events, the battle of Saratoga 
and the capture of general Burgoyne, which stands 
conspicuous among the proudest triumps of the re- 
volutionary war, is so deeply impressed on the pub- 
lic mind, that every good man in the nation felt 
deep regret at this very ill-timed and ungracious 
punctilio. 

The compensation bill, which was to render mem- 
bers of congress salary officers, at the rate of 1500 dol- 
lars per annum, passed by a former congress, forms 
a proper contrast to the bill in favor of general 
Stark. 

It was read the ‘first and second 

time in the house of representa- 


tives March 6th, 1845. 
Read a third time and passed 9th 
Read first time in senate 1ith 

Second time 12th 
Third time and passed 14th 
Laid before the president 18th 


Approved same day. 

What wonderful economy of time! 

Thus a bill fortheir own benefit which introduced 
a novel principle into the country, in twelve days 
passed through all its stages from its inception, to 
the’presidential approbation !! 

Whata reproach to congress arises from a con- 
trast of this case with that of the veteran Stark! 
How wonderfully their personal interest accelerated 
their movements! 

The citizens of the United States, however, are 
answerable for a large portion of the derelictions 
of congress. Most of the members are ambitious 
of popularity; which forms one of the principal in- 
ducements to seek a seat in that body. And the 
utterinattention too generally displayed by the citi- 
zens to the conduct of theirrepresentatives, induces 
a degree of indifference towards the interests and 
wishes of the constituents. A more frequcnt call 





Eodem die. 


“A message from the senate that 


for the yeas and nays, by those members whe are 
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sincerely desirous of discharging their duty, and of 
having the public business punctually attended to, 
together with a publication of lists of votes on all 
important questions, previous to elections, would 
operate powerfully on the feelings of the members. 
lf every member whose votes militated with the 
substantial interests of his country, were sure to 
be discarded, as he ought to be, onthe day of elec- 
tion, the proceedings of congress would exhibit a 
very different appearance from what they do at pre- 
sent. 
NOTE BY THE EDITOR OF THE REGISTER, 

At the moment of handing the preceding to the 
workmen, in turning over some letters which I had 
‘laid on the table,’ the following paragraph in one 
from a gentleman of Virginia, attracted my atten 
tion, and I thought it might well be added by way 
of a note, 

«While the pen isin my hand, permit me to tres- 
pass a little longer on your time, to express an idea, 
which suggested itself to me on reading the debates 
in sg sige on the subject which now so much agi- 
tates the nation, (it is almost the only subject on 
which I cannot agree with you,) but let me pre- 
mise, it must not be inferred, that I am hostile to a 
free discussion of all subjects of importance, as this 
unquestionably is. The ideais, that by some con- 
venient mode, each member of congress should be 
reminded when he assumes.“the floor,”’ of the ex- 
pense he is about to impose onthe people: it might 
deter some “honorable gentlemen” from consuming so 
much time to reiterate, what had often been re- 
peated by other “honorable gentlemen.” I have not 
before me the data toascertain the exaet expenses 
of congress per day, but presume that 2500 dollars 
will not be much out of the way;—if this be a good 
‘wuess,” some of the speeches have cost the nation 
5000 dollars.—Have we, (or the speaker) received 
anequivalent? Thisis what I wish to be borne in 
mind by the “honorablegentlemen.” What an in- 
consistent creature is man! perhaps J am now com- 
mitting the very offence, I have censured in others, 
pardon me, sir— — 

I am, most respectfully, &c. 





District of Maine. 
Representation of the members of the house of represen- 
tatives, from that part of .Wassachusetts hithert 
known as the district of Maine. 
To the honorable the senate and house of representa- 
tives, of the United States, ‘n congress. 

The undersigned, members of the house of re- 
presentatives, from that part of Massachusetts hi- 
therto known as the district of Maine, beg leave, 
respectfully, to represent— 

That they have received a communication from 
the delegation from Maine, in the legislature of 
Massachusetts, stating the embarrassments which 
the people of Maine experience by the delay of 
congress to decide upon the bill for their admission 
into the union, and.requesting them to press these 
embarrassments upon the consideration of con- 

ress, 


The act of Massachusetts granting the separa-; 


tion is on condition that congress shall consent to 
their admission into the union before the fourth of 
March, 1820. 
will be held indispensable, unless on terms which 
are inadmissible. | 

By the constitutions of the states of Massachu- 
setts and Maine, the elections forthe next legisla- 
tures will be held on the first Monday in April. 
The meeting's are usually summoned between the 


It is understocd thatthis condition | 





middle and twenty fifth of March. Should con- 
gress delay a final decision bevond the present 
week, the notice could not arrive to the remote. 
towns and plantations of Maine, before they shall 
have notified their meetings, and perhaps held 
their elections. ‘ihe embarrassments and injuries 
which would result are beyond calculation. One 
portion of the electors voting under the constitu- 
tion of Massachusetts, the other under that of 
Maine. A | ' 

Should the legislature of Massachusetts repeal 
the condition, it would afford no relief. They can- 
not postpone the elections. These would be held 
in each state, under total uncertainty. Should we 
elect our officers for the new state, and congress 
refuse to admit us, we should have officers without 
astate. Should we elect for Massachusetts, and 
congress admit us, we should have a state without 
officers, Should Massachusetts and Maine deter- 
mine differently, one relying on congress to pass 
the bill, and the other proceeding as before, it 
would produce a complication of errors and em- 
barrassments equally unfortunate and ridiculous. 

To these difhculties, which are serious indeed, 
the undersigned have to add others equally afflict- 
ing. ‘the legislature must pass several laws, which 
will depend on the decision of congress. They 
have protracted their session beyond the usual pe- 
riod, andare now at great expensé, waiting the re- 
sult of your determination. 

The people of Maine, not aware that any reason- 
able objection would be urged to their admission, 
considering that they had given no just cause of of- 
fence to their brethren of the United States; be- 
lieving, moreover, that the act of the last congress 
seemed to have pledged the assent of the nation, 
have made their arrangements for the new order of 
things, notified their meetings for the selection of 
their candidates, and made other preparations 
which their exigencies require. Iftheir hopesare 
to be disappointed, at last, they think it but reason- 
able that they should know it, before their evils 
shall be further increased. 

The undersigned, therefore, in behalf of their 
constituents, ask leave respectfully to urge, that 
congress would, as speedily as possible, decide the 
question of their admission into the union. ~They 
exceedingly regret that the people of Maine are 
to wait the discussion of a principle in which they 
have taken no part, and which can never apply to. 
their case. They believe that their claim is enti- 
tled to a separate and independent decision. But 
if they are doomed to wait until other claims, un- 
connected with, and foreign to theirs, shall have 
been cecided, they hope and trust that the peculi- 
arity of their situation willbe their apology for urg- 
ing that those otherclaims may be hrought-to a de- 
cision, and in believing that after five weeks debate 
ona subject with which they have been unfortu- 
nately connected, congress will, for their sakes, 
practice a dreyty which the crisis demands. 

JOHN HOLMES, 

M. KINSLEY, 

MARK LANGDON HILL, 
JAMES PARKER, 
JOSHUA CU~HMAN, 
EZEKIEL WHITMAN. 








Uniform System of Bankruptcy. 
FROM THE NATIONAL INTELLIGENCER, 
We understand that a bankrupt system, of anew 
cast, has been digested by a judicial character, 
whose experience has been not alittle, and will 
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\ 
shortly be submitted to the investigation of the 
friends. of such a measure. ; 
This bill proposes— 
1. To incorporate the bankrupt system into the 


belongs. , 
Il. To get rid of the machinery of commissioners 
and assignees, and substitute for them— " — 

1. A register of bankruptcy, who shall be the 
common assignee in each district; reserving, how- 
ever, to creditors the right to take the bankrupt’s 
estate into their own hands when they prefer it, and 
obliging them to take it after a limited time 

2. An inquest, in the nature of a special jury, be- 
fore whom the conduct of the debtor shall be operly 
investigated. 

It then proceeds to make provision— 

1. To secure the creditor against frauds. 

2. To enforce an equal distribution of the bank- 
rapt’s effects. 

Bankruptcy is provided for, as distinguished into 
voluntary and involuntary. The rights of a volun- 
tary bankrupt, in the cases specified, are extended 
to ull persons; the liability of an involuntary bank- 
rupt confined.to merchants and traders. But an 
inveluntary bankrupt may entitle himself to the 
rights of the other, by the subsequent fairness of 
his conduct. 

It then concludes with a confirmation of all the 
discharges under state laws, up to the passage of 
the act, wherever they have been obtained without 
fraud or concealment. 

The system now before congress provides only 
for the cases of involuntary bankruptcy. 

Those who are unfavorable to a total discharge 
of the bankrupt, will haye only to alter one line, in 
order to substitute a letter of license or exemption 
from suitfor a term of years, 








Gun powder, Lead, &c. Loaned. 

We have a report from the department of war, 
in obedience to a resolution of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the 24th Jan. relative to certain loans 
to private citizens, of gun powder, lead, &c. belong- 
jing to the government. The amount and persons 


to whom loaned is as follows: 
March 16,1815— Geo. W- Murray, N. York, Icad 





his securities are not regarded as good. Stull and 
Williams have repaid'a part of the powder, and 
new securities have been required, though not yet 
obtained, for the balance. 
The loans of lead, to Murray, it appears were 
made on the personal responsibility of capt. Tyler, 
late of the ordnance department, who, in the 
course of last year was dismissed from the service, 
Nothing is said of the probability of a re-payment. 
QP in obedience to the same resolution, there is 
a report from the navy department, and the commis, 
sioners of the navy, stating that no loans had been 


made to any private citizen, to the knowledge of 
the secretary or the commissioners. 


CONGRESS. 
IN THE SENATE, 

_ February 24. The senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of finance, 
on the petitions of Andrew Low and others, mer- 
chants of Savannah, who pray fora remission of du- 
ties paid and secured to be paid ona large amount 
of imported goods which were consumed and de- 
stroyed by the late fire in that city. In general 
the government has refused to remit the payment 
of duties in such cases. Relief has, however, in a 
very few such cases, been granted; but in extraor- 
dinary cases—such, for example, as the goods be- 
ing in the custody of the officers of the United 
States, to secure the payment of duties. The re- 
port concludes an argument of some length by re- 
commending the adoption of a resolution «that it is 
inexpedient to grani the prayer of the petitioners.” 

Mr. £ilict, of Georgia, moved to amend the re- 
port by substituting the following resolution for 
that reported by the committee: 

“Resolved, That the report be recommitted to the 
committee on finance, with instructions to report a 
bill authorising the remission of 25 per cent. on all 
bonds due, or becoming due, at the custom house 
at Savannah, in Georgia, executed for the payment 
of duties on imported goods, wares, and merchan- 
dize, not insured against fire, and which have been 
destroyed oy the late fire in that city—and extend- 
ing the additional credit of two years on stich 
bonds.” 

Thisamendment was earnestly supported by Mr. 
Eliot, and Mr. Walker, of Georgia. These pro- 
ceedings shall be more particularly foticed at a fu- 
ture day. 


The whole subject was then, on motion of Mr. 
Ruberts, postponed to to-morrow. ' 











‘ tons 23,0 2 10 

Oct. 25,-— ditto do. ~ me, 684 
May 25,—— Stull and Williams, Georgetown, Col. 

powder /4s. 60,000 

June 24, 1317—E. J. Dupont & Co. Wilmington Del. do, 3,600 

July 24,-— ditto do. 329,302 

Aug. 16,—— ~— ditto do. 20,060 

Oct. i, —— Peter Bauduy. Wilmington, Del. do. 50,000 


‘The times of re-payment were, for the lead, six 
months from loan, and for the powder, at sixty days 
after notice; security for the value of the articles 
being given 

In explanation, it appears that the loans of lead 
to Murray, were mace because the stock of govern- 
went was large, and asthe article was very scarce, 
{o assist him in the manufacture cf white lead, in 
which he was extensively engaged. ‘ihe powder 
was loaned teeause the stock on hand was too large, 
und liable to be damaged—a part also being of an 


inferior quality, for which that of the best quality | 


was to be returned. The arrangements, as to the 
powder, were sanctioned by Mr. George Graham, 
then acting secretary of war. 

Dupont & Co. have partially returned what they 


borrowed, and appear reacv to meet, the wants or 


wishes cf the government in respect to the balance. 


The report of the committee of pensions on the 
petition of Richard Butler and others, praying for 
| pensions (who did not serve in the army of the re- 

volution, but in the partizan cerps of the several 
states) was taken up, andit was 

Resglved, Vhat the prayer of the petitioners 
ought not to be granted, 

The bill making further provision forthe sale of. 
the public lands (changing the terms of sale from 
credit to cash) was taken up, and the amendments 
proposed yesterday by Mr. Walker, of Alabama, 
| was, after some discussion, withdrawn by him, in 

order to be offered again on a future occasion. _ 

Mr. Edwards offered the following amendment: 

“And beit further enacted, That every person who 
now is, or hereafter may be, an actual bona fide set- 
er upon any quarter section of land which shall 

have been previously exposed to public sale, and re- 
main unsold, shall be permitted to purchase such 





‘ > 7 hw ‘ - se Here - . 
The re-puyment by Bauduy is considered doubt- | quarter section in the same manner, and on such 


ful—he at present is said to reside at Havana, and |terms as are now authorised by law.” 
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Considerable discussion took place—finally, the 
subject was postponed until to-morrow. After some 
unimportant matters, the senate proceeded to exe- 
cutive business. 

February 25. Mr. Elliott’s amendment offered 
yesterday to the report of the committee appointed 
on the memorial of, the sufferers by the late fire at 
Savannah, was agreed to—ayes 21, noes 18. 

On motion of Mr. Burrill, the senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the Muine dill. 

The question being on the motion of Mr Burrill, 
(not Mr. .Worril, as heretofore stated,) to REcEDE 
trom'the amendments of the senate, winclf embrace 
provisions for the admission of Missouri, and for 
excluding slaves from the territories— 

A discussion arose on a point of order, respecting 
the division of this question, (as yesterday direct- 
ed,) so as to separate the question respecting Mis- 
souri from that respecting the territories: it being 
contended by Mr. Burrill, that the whole amend- 
ment was an unit, the second part depending on the 
first, and therefore inadvisable. 

The president, (Mr. Gaillard,) availed himself of 
a rule of the senate, to submit the question to the 
decision of the senate. And, after debate, in which 
Messrs. Burrill, Otis, Barbour, Walker of Alabama, 
Lowrie, Macon, Roberts, King of N. Y. Smith and 
Morril, took part, the question apparently becom- 
ing more difficult in the course of the discussion, it 
was at length determined, on the third trial, that 
the further consideration of the subject be postpon- 
ed to to-morrow. © 


The foliowing letter was received from the secre. 
tary of the treasury: 
Treasury Department, 23d Feb, 1820. 
Str—In obedience to a resolution of the senate, 
of the 12th of February, 1819, directing that «the 
secretary of the treasury lay before the senate, as 
early in the next session as practical, an abstract of 
all bonds for duties, on merchandize imported into 
the United States, which shallhave become payable 
and remain unpaid on the 30th day of September 
next, exhibiting in such abstract the state of each 
bond and the time when it became payable, its 
‘amount, names of the obligors, distinguishing prin- 
cipals from sureties, and the district of the cus- 
toms in which taken, together with such informa- 
tion as will show how much or what parts of such 
bonds are irrecoverable and lost to the United 
States,” I have the honor to transmit statements A, 
B, C, and D, and a letter from the register of the 
treasury presenting the general result of state- 
ments A and D. From the latter statement, it ap- 
pears that the amount of revenue which has ac- 
crued from the customs, from the commencement 
of the present government to the end of the year 
1819, is estimated at $351,329,799 53. Fromstate- 
ment A, it appears that the amount of revenue lost 
by the insolvency of persons who became bound for 
the payment of duties, is estimated at $1,037,355 
64 cts. and that which is doubtful, at the sum of 
$540, 969 20 These sums together, are not quite 
equal to 45,100 of one per cent. upon the aggre- 
gate revenue which has accrued since the organi- 
zation of the present government. Statement B 
shews the amount whichis estimated to have been 
lost the government by the misconduct of officers 
employed in the collection of the revenue arising 
from imports and tennage. Statement C exhibits 
the amount of loss from the collectors of the in- 
ternal revenue and direct tax, and receivers of pub- 
lic moneys. These sums form an aggregate a- 
mount nearly equal to that which is exhibited in 


vant, 


contain abstracts of the bends put in suit in the se- 
veral collection districts of the United States. 
It. was intended to have presented a statement of 
the sums which are estimated to have been lost 
by the misapplication of the public money by the 
officers of the government employed in disburs- 
ing it; but it has been ascertained that the state- 
ment Cannot be prepared during the present ses- 
sion of congress. There can, however, be no doubt 
that the losses arising from this source greatly ex- 
ceed those whioh have been incurred in the. col- 
lection. : 
I have the honor to be your most obedient ser- 
WM.H. CRAWFORD. 
The hon. the president of the senate, 
The letter and documents lie on the table. 
The senate then adjourned. | 
February, 26. After other business, the senate 
again proceeded to the consideration of the mes- 
sage from the house of representatives disagreeing 
to the amendment of this body to the bill for the 
admission of Maine into the union. [This amend- 
ment embraces nine sections, the first eight of 
which contain provisions for the admission of Mis- 
souri Into the union; the 9th prohibits the further 
introduction of slavery into the territories of the 
United States. } 
The question of order on the susceptibility of 
division of a question on motion to recede, so as to 
take it separately and successively on each part, 
being yet under consideration, Mr. Otis, Mr. Burrill 
and Mr. Morril, successively spoke briefly on the 
question; when, 
On motion of Mr. Johnson, of Ky. the senate ad- 
journed., 
February 28. Mr. Lloyd, of Maryland, submitted 
for consideration the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the committee on public lands be 
instructed to enquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing appropriations of public lands for the support 
and encouragement of literary institutions within 
the limits of the old states, corresponding with the 
provisions which have been made for the same pur. 
pose within the limits of the new states. 
The motion lies on the table one day of course. 
The senate proceeded again to consider the 
question en receding from the amendments made 
by the senate, and disagreed to by the house of re- 
presentatives, to the bill for the admission of Maine 
into the union, 
[These amendments embrace two distinct mea. 
sures: the one admitting Missouri into the union— 
the other prohibiting the future transportation of 
slaves into the territories of the United States. } 
The question of order, depending on the last ad- 
journment, was, after a few remarks on it by Mr. 
Wilson, by a vote of 22 to 17, decided in favor of 
the divisibility of the question of recession from the 
amendments of the senate. 

The question was then taken, without debate, on 
receding from so much of the amendments of the 
senate as provides for the admission of Missouri in- 
to the union, and decided as follows. 


For receding.—Messrs. Burrill, Dana, Dickerson, Horsey, Hun - 
ae Bing. of yt beg’ Lenee Laie Mellen, Morrill, Noble , 

tis, Palmer, Parrott, Roberts, Ruggles, Sa i ri 
ble, Van Dyke, Wilson.—21. : peters ne — 

Against receding.—Messrs. Barbour, Brown, Eaton, Edwards, 
Elliot, Gaillard, Johnson of Ken. Johnsonof Lou. King of Alab. 
Leake, Lloyd, Logan, Macon, Pinkney, Pleasants, Smith, Stokes. 


‘Laylor. Thomas, Walker of Alab. Walker of Geo. Willi . 
Miss. Williams cf Ten.--23. co. Williams of 


So the senate refused (every member of the se- 
nate being in his seat) to recede from this part of 
its amendments. 


The question was then taken, also without de. 





statement A, Documents from 1 to 7], inclusive, 


é 
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inhibition of slavery in the territories of the’ United 
States north of 36 degrees 30 minutes north lati 


tude, and decided as follows: 

YEAS,.—Messrs. Barbour, Elliot, Gaillard, Macon, Noble, Pilea. 
sants, Sanford, Smith, Taylor, Walker of Geo. Williams of Miss. 
il. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Burrill, Dana, Dickerson, Eaton, Ed- 
wards, Horsey, Hunter, J ohjson of Ken. Johnson of Lou. King of 
Alab. Kiug of N. Y. Lanman, Leake, Lloyd, Logan, Lowrie, Mel- 
len, Morrill, Otis, Palincr, Parrott, Pinkney, Roberts, Ruggles, 
Stokes. Thomas, Tichenor, Trimble, Van Dyke, Walker of Alab. 
Wiiliams of Ten. Wilson.--33. : 

So the senate refused to recede from this or any 


part of its amendments to the bill for the admission 
of Maine into the union. 

On motion of Mr. Burbour, the senate then de- 
termined to insist on the first clause of its amend 
ments; and, on motionof Mr. Roberts, it determin- 
ed in like manner, to insist on the latter clause of 
its amendments. And the secretary was instructed 
to inform the house of representatives according- 
ly. | 
On those proceedings the editors of the Nation- 
al Intelligencer observe—The question which has 
solong been agitated in congress, and throughout 
the country, approaches the crisis of its decision, as 
the reader will find by areference to the proceed 
ings of yesterday inthe subsequent columns. Not- 
withstanding the feeling which but too sensibly 
prevails, we have yet some hope it will be amicably 
settled. It is seldom that the senate of the United 
States is as much agitated as it was yesterday. The 
subject is-now committed toa conference between 
the two houses of congress. If that conference 
should not lead to an amicable result, it is much to 
be feared that the present session wil! pass over 
without a decision of “the distracting question” 
now devending in congress.”’} 

The senate then resumed the consideration ofthe 
bill for changing the mode of disposing of the pub- 
lic lands from credit to cash sales. 

The amendment moved by Mr. Edwards on 
the 24th inst. being yet under consideration, 

A debate arose thereon, in whieh Messrce Os, 
Noble, King of New York, Edwards, Ruggles, John- 
son of Kentucky, Lowrie, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Leake and Eaton, took part. 

The question on agreeing to the same was then 


decided by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Brown, Edwards, Johnson of Lou. King of 
Alab. Lloyd, Logan, Noble, Pinkney, Smith, Stokes, Thomas 
Walker of Alab.—-I2. . 

NAYS.—Messrs. Barbour, Burrill, Dana, Dickerson, Eaton, El 
liot, Gaillard, Horsey, Hunter, King of N. Y. Lanman, Leake 
Lowrie, Macon, Mellen, Morril, Otis, Palmer, Parrott, Pleasants, 
Roberts, Ruggles, Sandford, Taylor, Tichenor, Trimble, Van 
Dyke, Williams of Geo. Williams of Miss. Williams of Ten. Wil 
s0n-—31. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Other proceedings were had on the bill not ne- 
cessary to notice just now--and without any thing 
being definitively done, the subject was postponed 
until Friday. 

The bill for the establishment of an uniform sys. 
tem of bankruptcy was taken up, and was postpon- 
ed te and made the order of the day for Monday 
next. 

The bill for the relief of the officers and volun- 
teers engaged inthe late campaign against the Se. 
minole Indians was taken up. Mr. Eaton commenc- 
ed some explanations respecting it: but the senate 
appeared too much absorbed in the affair of the 
Maine and Missouri bill to give attention to it: on 
motion of Mr. Eaton, the further consideration of 
the subject was postponed. _ : 

The senate was about to adjourn, when the clerk 
of the house of representatives presented himself} 
at the door, with a message, that the house of re- 
presentatives had insisted on their disagreement to 


| the amendments of the senate to the Maine bill. {See 


above. ] 

Mr. Thomas then moved that a committee of con- 
ference be appointed, to confer with the house of re- © 
presentatives on the subject. 

Hereupon a warm debate took place—Mr, King, 
of Alabama, and Mr. Smith, were in favor of adhe- 
rence, which forecloses conference: Mr. King, of 
New York, spoke in explanation: and Messrs, Bar- 
bour, Thomas, Johnson, of Kentucky, Lowrie, Morril, 
Dana, Eaton, Macon and Mellen, successively sup- 
ported the conference. 

The debate resulted in this: that a motion for de- 
ferring the question was negatived, and the senate 
voted, not without opposition but without dividing, 
to request a conference with the house of repre- 
sentatives. 

The senate then balloted for managers thereof 
on their part: and Mr. Thomas, Mr. Pinkney, and 
Mr. Barbour were duly elected: 

And the senate adjourned. 

February 29. The unfavorable report in the case 
of Rebert Newsum, (praying a pension on account 
of disability incurred while laboring in a United 
States’ navy yard,) was taken up and agreed to, 

The resolution moved by Mr. Lloyd, for an en- 
quiry into the expediency of making appropria- 
tions of public land for the support of literary in- 
stitutions in the old states as well asin the new,was 
taken up and agreed to. 

The bill respecting licenses to trade with the In- 
dians was considered, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. This bill provides, that licen- 
ses shallbe granted enly to citizens of the United 
States, who shall give heavy bonds for the per- 
formance of certain conditions prescribed, with a 
power in the president to recal the same, &e. and 
any person trading without such license shall for- 
feit all his merchandize, and be liable to a heavy 
fine and imprisonment. [Such a law asthis is much 
wanted, and we hope it will be rigidly enforced, to 
preserve the peace of our frontiers through the in- 
trigues of British traders, and prevent the impositi- 
ons too much practised upon the Indians by our own. 

The bill from the house of representatives to 
continue in force for one year the act for establish- 
ing trading houses with the Indian tribes, was or- 
dered to a third reading, and was read a third time 
aceordingly, and finally passed. 

March, 1. Aresolution, yesterday submittéd by 
Mr. Vodle, was taken up, and modified, to read as 
follows : 

Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury, be 
directed to lay before the senate a statement ex- 
hibiting the amount of the two percent fund, aris- 
ing from the sale of the public lands, lying within 
the state of Indiana, within the state of Ohio, and 
within the state of Illinois, and also the amount of 
said fund arising from the sale of public lands with- 
in the state of Illinois, which was reserved for the 
purpose of making roads leading tothe states, and 
to be applied under the direction of congress. 

After some explanatory remarks from Mr. Logan, 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. T'imble submitted for consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, Yhat the committee on Indian affairs, 
be instructed to enquire into the expediency of 
providing for the abolition of the system of Indian 
trade, established by alaw of the second of March 
1811, which has been continued in force until the 
3d of March 1821, and for the disposition of the 
goods and public property, and the payment ef the 





proceeds into the treasury. 
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The resolve lies on the table. 

The engrossed bill «for the better regulation of 
trade with the Indian tribes,” was read a third time 
and passed. ; 

The engrossed bills for the relief of Labedoyere 
de Kermion; for the relief of Joseph McNie}; for 
the relief of B. Duvergne; for the relief of Robert 
Purdy, were severally read a third time, passed, and 
sent to the house of representatives. . 

The engrossed bill for altering the place of hold- 
ing the federal courts in thestate of Ohio; and the 
engrossed bill to amend the post offiee,, law so as 
to extend to the president pro tem. of the senate 
the same privilege of franking, as belongs by law, to 
the vice president of the United States, were read 
a third time and passed. 

The senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which had been made the order of the 
day for this day, to change the mode of disposing of 
the public lands. 

Mr. Barbour said that, under existing circumstan- 
ces with respect to another question, (the Missouri 
question) he did not feel in the humor at present 
to legislate on this bill, which, at any other moment, 
he should have regarded as a very important one. 
Unless something should be done on the other sub- 
ject to which he had referred, he, for one, was will- 
ing, after passing the annual appropriation law, that 
congress should return at onee to their constitu- 
ents and take their sense on the course pursued by 
congress. 

Mr. Otis said, if it was understood that no busi- 
ness was to be done until the other business referred 
to came to a consummation, the senate might as 
well adjourn to-day without attempting to take up 
any business. 

The bill extending the time of payment to deb- 
tors for the public lands, and to defer the forfeiture 
thereof for non-payment, came up next in order. 

After several members had spoke on the subject, 

Mr. T'rimble moved to lay this bill on the table, 
with a view toa reconsideration of the postpone- 
ment of the cash sales bill. 

The motion was negatived, 19 votes to 17. 

The question on postponeing the indulgence bill 
to Monday, was then decided in the affirmative— 
17 to 14. 

The senate spent some time in consideration of 
executive business. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Erratum. Inthe brief sketch of Mr. Randolph’s 
remarks—page 455, last vol. for “curia,” read 
cuirass. 

Thursday, Feb. 24. Mr. Meigs made a motion 
that the journal of the house should be amended 
so as to place his name in the affirmative on the 
vote taken yesterday, upon disagreeing with the 
senate in their amendment connecting Missouri 
with Maine, the same having been erroneously sta- 
ted in the journal (and of course in this paper) the 
other way. But the motion was declared not to 
be in order, asthe yeas and nays cannot be altered, 
after they have been once recorded. 

The speaker laid before the house, a report 
from the secretary of the treasury made in obedi- 
ence toa resolution of the house of representatives 
of the Ist of March 1819, “directing him to trans- 
mit to congress at an early period in the next ses- 
sion, a general statement of the condition of the 
bank of the United States, and its offices, similar 
to the return made to him by the bank: and a 
statement exhibiting as nearly as may be practica- 
ble, the amount of capital invested in the different 





chartered banks in the several states, and the dis. 
rict of Columbia; the amount of notes issued and in 
circulation; the public and private deposits in them; 
the amount of joans and discounts made by them 
and remaining unpaid, and the total quantity of 
specie they possess; and also, to report such mea- 
sures as, in his opinion, may be expedient to pro- 
cure and retain a sufficient quantity of gold and 
silver coin in the United States, or to supply a cir- 
culating medium, in place of specie, adapted to 
the exigenciesof the country and within the pow- 


}erof the government; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 

Vhe speaker also laid before the house a letter 
from the secretary of war, enclosing-a report of the 
third auditor of the treasury and of the commissa- 
ry general of subsistence,in relation to “the ex- 
pense of furnishing the army with rations for one 
year ending on the Mth of April 1818, exhibiting 
the average cost per ration, and also the average 
cust per ration for one year, under the provisions 
of the act of the 14th April 1818, entitled an act 
to regulate the staff of the army,” rendered in obe- 
dience to a resolution of this house of the 17th 
day of December lJast:' which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. Lowndes from the committee of foreign re- 
lations, reported a bill designating the ports with- 
in which only foreign armed vessels shall be per- 
mitted to enter; which was twice read, 

Mr. Storrs, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of the Muhheconnuck, or 
Stockbridge nation of Indians; made a_ report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill confirming the title 
of Mohiccan, or Stockbridge nation of indians to 
certain lands; which was twice read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. Strother, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to en- 
quire into the circumstances under which powder 
and lead have been loaned by the war department, 
or by any of the officers of the United States’ army, 
to certain individuals; and into the causes and ex- 
tent of delinquencies in the paymasters’ and quar- 
termasters’ dapartments; and that they be authoriz- 
ed to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Randolph rose to make a motion; which, he 
said, he should very much prefer to have beenmade 
by any other member than himself, but which he felt 
itto be his duty to bring forward; and hetrusted that, 
whatever others might think, or however others 
might act, he should never feel a disposition to 
shrink from the discharge of his duty. It was im- 
possible, Mr. R. continued, for any man to see what 
was going on here—abuse heaped upon abuse, like 
Pelion upon Ossa, until it was impossible to tell 
wnere it would end—it threatened to reach the 
skies. This house, he said, was emphatically en- 
trusted with the purse-strings of the natien. He 
hoped it would not prove to be the case that the 
people had, according to a well known maxim of 
law, trusted the lamb to the custody of the wolf. He 
had said, this house was entrusted with the purse- 
strings of the nation; and it behoved it, as the grand 
inquest of the nation,also, to enquire into abuses of 
every description, but firstto pluck the beam from 
its own eye, before it attempted to take out the 
moat from its brother’s eye, 

He then proceeced to say, in his usual manner, 
that since the agitation of the Missouri question, 
he could not sleep o’ nights, aid in consequence 
of his early risings,thought he had discovered some- 
thing lke peculation, or abuses, in a small way, in 
the contingent expenses of the house. That as part 
of his own equipment, he had for the first time in 
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20 years, received at this session, a present of a 
knife, which he should carry home as a spolia opti- 
ma, He went onto say, he despaired of seeing 
any man elected president whose conduct he 
should entirely approve—that he should never be 
in favor at court, as he had, somehow, as great 
alacrity at getiing into a minority, as honest Jack 
Falstaff had at sinking, &c. 
was a member of the committee of ways end means, 
whe was incessantly pestered with accounts for 
wood and candles and molasses and water, and peo- 
ple were always complaining of not being paid by 
the clerk, though he shewed their receipts in full 
——which itseemed he compelled them to give that 
they might obtain the contract and then he specu- 
lated onthe money, or madethe debta private af- 
fair. Mr. R. said he cast no imputation en the pre- 
sent clerk—the abuse he referred to was not 
under his controul. He then moved the following 
resolution: 

Ordered, That the clerk do prepare, and lay be- 
fore this house, a statement of the annual amount 
of the contingent expenses thereof, from the com- 
mencement of the present government, to the 30th 
of November last: distinguishing the expense of 
stationary, printing, fuel, lights, furniture, atten- 
dants, and their assistaats; with a statement of the 
amount and nature of the perquisites of each. 

Mr. R. wished the accounts of the present ses- 
sion kept separate, for they would, he thought, 
constitute a curiosity, a volume in themselves. 

The house having resolved itself into a commit. 
tee of the whole, Mr. Storrs inthe chair, on the 
Missouri bill; 

Mr. Fuller, of Massachusetts, took the floor, and 
spoke about two hours in support of the proposed 
resiriction. 

Mr. Baldwin, of Pennsylvania, next addressed 
the committee, and spoke also about two hours 
against the constitutional right of congress to im- 
pose the restriction; and, incidentally, in favor of 
the right of congress to restrict slavery in the ter- 
ritories c. the United States. 

The committee then rose. 

“iday, Feb. 25. The Speaker laid before the 
house a letterfrom the secretary of war, transmit- 
ting a repor! from the engineer’s department, re- 
specting the rules for the government of the milita- 
ry academy, &c. in obedience to a resolution of this 
heuse of the 26th of Feb. 1819. 

Other business of no importanee being transact- 
ed, 

The speaker announced the order of the day, on 
the Missouri bill. 

Mr. Hill of Massachusetts, rose, and said he did 
not now wish to consume the time of the house up- 
ena subject, the progress of which seemed to be 
stamped with all the marks of eternity. But he 
rose merely to move that the committee of the 
whole be discharged frem any further considera 
tion of the Missouri bill. 

Withdrawn at the suggestion of Mr. Lowndes, 
for the present. 

The house then again went into a committee of 
the whole, Mr. Codd, in the chair on this bill. 

Mr. Ervin, of South Carolina, took the floor, and 
spoke at considerable length against the restriction. 

Mr. Scott, of Missouri, next rose, and spoke more 
than an houronthesame side. 

Mr. Meigs, of Nw York, spoke some time also 
against the restriction. 

Mr. slams, of Massachusetts, made a few re- 
marks in favor of the restriction; and 


He said that when he 


gainst the amendment. When he had concluded; 
(about 4 o’clock,) 

Mr, Smith, of Maryland, rose and observed, that 
a large number of his constituents had expressed 
their opinion in opposition to the opinion which he 
was known to entertain on this subject, and it 
might be presumed that he desired to deliver his 
reasons for the vote which he should give. But 
Mr, S. said the public business was suffering by the 
protraction of the debate; the members dre weary 
of it; every one’s opinion was made up on it: and 
he was unwilling to consume the time ofthe com- 
mittee by any remarks on the question. He there- 
fore forebore, and he hoped the question would 
be taken. 

Mr. Walker, of North Carolina, rose then to move 
that the committee should rise; but the question 
was called for so clamorously and so persevering. 
ly, that Mr. W. could proceed no farther than to 
move that the committee rise. 

The committee refused to rise, by almost a unan- 
imous vote. 

Mr. Beecher, of Ohio, then stated that it was his 
wish tobe heard on the question; and, if not allow- 
ed an opportunity of speaking in committee, he 
sheuld do so inthe house, unless prevented by 
force; and he moved that the committee should 
then rise. 

This motion was lost bya very large majority. 

Mr. Smith, of North Carolina, said the course he 
was about to propose was unusual and perhaps 
without precedent—-that was to call the previous 
question in committee of the whole; but, as he 
conceived the motion would be sustained by the 
rules and orders of the house, and to put an end to 
any further debate on the amendment, he moved 
for the previaus question thereon. 

The chair conceived that the motion was not in 
order. 

Mr. Randalph asked leave of the mover of this 
course, to suggest to him a less invidious mode of 
getting athis object. If the committee should 
consent to rise, and the house would refuse it leave 
to sit again, the question would then be in the 
house; and that was the only way, Mr. R said, that 
the committee, worn down by what was called a 
discussion, could be relieved from it. He hoped, 
wherever possible, that the previous question 
should be dispensed with; but if some mode were 
not devised of getting clear of this debate, he be- 
lieved he should become reconciled to it—though 
aman convinced against his will, was of the same 
opinion still, &c, 

Mr. Clay © cong? observed that the previous 
question would not effect the object of the gentle- 
man who moved it; because its effect would be to 
put aside the question on the amendment altogeth- 
er; and though that might be a very happy effect, 
yet it was not, he presumed, desired by the coem- 
mittee, and he thought it fair to warn gentlemen 
of an effect that he supposed was not anticipat- 
ed. 

Mr. Smith of North Carolina, thought he had 
felt himself at an entire liberty to make a motion, 
intended to stop the debate, inasmuch as he had not 
troubled the committee with aspeech on the sub- 
ject: yet as the effect would be, what had been 
stated by the speaker, he would withdraw his 
motion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Taylor’s 
proposed restriction, and agreed to, by from 12 
to 18 votes, [The reporter was not able to ascer- 
tainthe precise number. ] 





Mr. J'ucker, of Va. spoke more than an hour a- | 





Mr. Taylor then moved that the committee rise 
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as he presumed it was not prepared to go into the | 
various details of the bill this evening, several of 
which were important, and would give rise to ma- 
ny questions. 

This motien was opposed by Mr. Scott and Mr. 
Strother, and supported by Mr. Sergeant. It, how- 
ever, finally prevailed, and | 

The committee obtained leave—ayes 90—to sit 
again; and, about 5o’clock, 

The house adjourned. 

Saturday, Feb. 26. Mr. Smyth of Virginia from 
the committee on military affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred an enquiry into the expediency, of establish- 
ing an additional national armory, made a report un- 
favorable to the establishment of an additional armo- 
ry; which report was, on motion of Mr. Anderson 
laid on the table. 

The order of the day being announced from the 
chair;—being the unfinished business of yesterday, 

Mr. Hill renewed the motion which he made yes- 
terday, that the committee of the whole house be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
Missouri bill; but the motion was not sustained bya 
majority of the house. 

The house then again resolved itself into a com- 
mittee of the whole, Mr. Codd in the chair, on the 
said bill. 

Mr. Storrs, of New York, moved to amend the 
vill, by inserting in the 4th section, (immediately 
preceding the restrictive amendment adopted yes- 
terday,) the following proviso: 

Thatinall that tract of country ceded by France 
to the United States, under the name of Louisiana, 
which lies north of thirty-six degrees and thirty 
minutes north latitude, excepting only, such part 
thereof, as is included within the limits of the state 
contemplated by this act, there shall be neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than in 
the punishment of crimes whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted: Provided always, That 
any person escaping into the same, from whom la- 
bor or service 1s lawfully claimed in any state or 
territory of the United States, such fugitive may be 
lawfully reclaimed, and conveyed to the person 
claiming his or her labor or service as aforesaid. 

My. Storrs supported his amendment in a speech 
of considerable length—embracing, incidentally, in 
the range of his remarks, an examination of the 
right of imposing the slavery restriction on Missouri. 

Mr. Randolph next rose, and spoke more than four 
hours, against the amendment, and on the topics 
connected with it, the subject of restriction, kc. 
When he had concluded, (about half past four 
o’clock,) 

An ineffectual motion was made for the commit- 
tee to rise. 

Mr. Beecher, of Ohio, then took the floor, and 
proceeded a short time in a speech on the subject, 
when he gave way for a motion for the committee 
to rise, which prevailed, and about 5 o’clock 

The house adjourned. | 

Monday, Feb. 28. Several reports were receiv: | 
ed—after which 





Mr. Randolph, from the select committee appoint- 
ed on that subject, reported a bill for the relief of, 
the family of the late Oliver Hazard Perry, and for; 
the education of his children at the public charge; 
which was twice read and committed. | 

Mr. Storrs, from the select committee appointed : 
on his resolution of the 10th of Dec. last, to enquire | 
and report, whether any of the public moneys, ap-| 
propriated by congress for the pay and subsistence 
of the regular army of the United States, since the 
4th of March, 1815, have been applied to the sup- 





port of any army or detachment of troops raised 
without the consent of this house, or the authority 
of congress; made a report thereon. 

This report is of very considerable length, and 
accompanied by voluminous illustrating and sup- 
porting statements. The report having been read 
through: 

Mr. Reid, of Geo. moved, that 5000 copies thereof 
be printed for the use of the houses in support of | 
which he remarked, that this wasa government de- 
pending, in a peculiar manner, on the strength of 
public opinion; that the house would recollect that 
the debate on the Seminole war had gone before 
the public; that a repert of a committee of the se- 
nate, at the last session, had also gone forth, and 
that a vindication of the president of the U. State’ 
and his commanding generals, prepared by an un- 
known hand, had been put into circulation, and 
found its bid ~~ to their tables, and that, without 
any prejudices of any description to gratif 
wished all the facts mf Widonce (now hid before 
the house by this report) to be as extensively spread 
before the people as the documents, &c. to which 
he had alluded. 

The motion was opposed by Mr. Strother at some 
length; who argued that it would be an unneces- 
sary expense, as the report would probably receive 
a general circulation through the public papers; 
and that the usual number (six hundred copies) 
would be sufficient for the use of the members, &c. 

The usual number was ordered to be printed. 

After other business, whieh will be noticed in its 
progress— 

A message was received from the senate, by their 
secretary, announcing that the senate insist on their 
amendments to the bill for the admission of Maine 
_ the union, which had been disagreed to by this 

ouse. 

Mr. Taylor moved that the House should insist en 
their disagreement to the amendments. .Mr. Lowndes 
moved that the amendments should lie on the table; 
negatived, ayes 74, noes 85. Mr. Culpepper, after 
some remarks to shew the propriety and necessity 
of mutual concession, moved to postpone the sub- 
ject till to-morrow—negatived without a count. 

_The main question then recurring, it was so di- 
vided, on motion of Mr. Butler, of Louisiana, as to be 
first taken on insisting on the disagreement of this 
house, to the first eight sections, (connecting with 
the Maine bill provisions for the admission of Mis- 
souri) and was decided by yeas and nays, as follows: 


For insisting on the disagreement of this house~Messrs. Adams 
Aller, of N. ¥. Bateman, Beecher, A Aaa Brush, Buffum, Butk r, 
of N. H. Campbell, Case. Clagett, Cook, Crafts, Cushman, Darling, 
ton, Dennison, Dewitt, Dickinson, Dowse, Eddy, Edwards, of Con. 
Edwards, of Penn. Fay, Folger, Foot, Ford, Yorrest, Fuller, Gross, 
of N. ¥. Gross, of Penn. Guyon, Hackley, Hall, of N. Y. Hazard, 
Memphill. Hendricks. Herrick, Hibshman, Hiester, Hill, Holmes, 
Hostetter, Kendall, Kinsley. Lathrop, Lincolp, Linn, Livermore 
Lyman, Maclay, Mallary, Sarehisid, Mason, Meech, Meigs, R' 
Moore, S. Moore, Monell, Morton, Moseley. Wurray, Nelson, Mass- 
Nelson, of Va. Parker, of Mass. Patterson, Phelps, Philson, Pitcher: 
Plumer, Rich, Richards, Richmond. Rogers, Ross, Russ, Sampson, 
Sergeant, Silsbee, Sloan,Smith,. of N. J. Southard, Stevens, Storrs, 
Street, Strong,of Vt. Strong. N.Y. Tarr, Taylor, Tomlinson, Tomp, 
kins, Tracy, Upham, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Wendover, Whit- 
man, Wood.—97. ° 

Against insisting on the disagreement—Messrs. Abbot, Adexander, 
Allen, of Tenn. Anderson, Archer, of Md. Archer, of Va. Baldwin’ 
Ball. Barbour, Bloomfield, Brevard, Brown, Bryan, Burton, Bur 
well, Butler, of Lou. Cannon, Cobb, Coeke, Crawford, Cubbhreth’ 
Culpepper. Cuthbert, Davidson, Earle, Edwards, of N.C, Ervin‘ 
Fisher. Floyd, Fullerton. Garnett, Hardiu, Hooks. Johnson, Jones» 
of Va. Jones, of Tenn. Kent, Little. Lowndes, M’Coy, M’Creary- 
M’Lean, of Ken. Mereer, Metcalf, Neale. Newton, Overstreet, Pat- 
ker, of Va. Pinckney, Pindall, Quarles. Randolph, Rankin, Reed, 
Rbea. Ringgold, Robertson. Settle, Shaw, Simkins, Slocomb, Smith 
of Md, B. Smith, of Va. A. Smyth, of Va. Smith, of N.C. Strother. 
Swearingen, Terrill, Trimble. Tucker, of Va. Tucker, of S, C. Ty- 
ler, Walker, N. C. Warfield, Williams, of Va. Williams, N. C.—76, 

The question was then stated on insisting on the 


disagreement of the house to the remaining amentl 
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ments of the senate, (being the 9th section, em- 
bracing the compromise principle. ) 

Mr. Lowndes wished to remark, before this ques- 
tion was taken, that, although he should always be 
ready to vote for such a proposition, substantially, 
when presented to him, combined with the free 
admission of Missouri; yet, as the amendment rela- 


tive to Missouri had been disagreed to, it would be 


useless to retain this amendment in connection with 
the Maine bill alone, and, as he should therefore, 


now vote against retaining it, he wished his motive 


to be understood. 

Mr. MM’ Creary made a remark or two to the same 
effect; when 

The question was taken on insisting on the dis- 
agreement of the house to the 9th section of the 
senate’s amendments and carried, by yeas and nays: 


as follows: 

For insisting on the disagreement—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Alex- 
ander, Allen, Mass. Allen, N. Y.. illen, Tenn. Anderson, Archer, 
Md. Archer, Va. Ball, Barbuur, Bateman, Beecher, Boden, Bre- 
vard, Brown, Brush, Bryan, Buffum, Burton, Burwell, Butler, N.H. 
Butler, Lou. Campbell, Cannon, Case, Clagett, Clark, Cobb, Cook, 
Crafts, Culbreth, Cushman, Cuthbert, Darlington, Davidson, Den- 
nison, Dewitt. Dickinson, Dowse, Earle, Eddy, Edwards, Con. Ed- 
wards, Penn. Edwards, N. C. Ervine, Fay, Fisher, Floyd, Folger, 
Foot, Ford, Forrest, Fuller, Garnett, Gross, N. ¥. Gross, Penn. 
Guyon, Hackley, Hall. N.Y. Hardin, Hazard, Hemphill, Hendricks, 
Herrick, Hibshman, Hiester, Hill, Holmes, Hooks, Host+tter, John- 
son, Jones, Va. Jones, Tenn. Kendall, Kent, Kinsey, Kinsley, Lin- 
coln,Linn, Livermore, Lowndes, Lyman, Maclay, MeCoy,McCreary, 
McLean, Ky. Mallary, Marchand, Mason, Meigs, Metcalf, R. Movre, 
S. Moore, Monell, Morton, Mosely, Murray, Neale, Nelson, Mass. 
Nelson, Va. Newton, Overstreet, Parker, Mass. Parker, Va. Patter- 
son, Phelps, Philson, Pinckney, Pindall, Pitcher, Plumer, Quaries, 
Randolph, Rankin, Reed, Rhea, Rich, Richards, Richmond, Ring- 
gold, Robertson, Rogers, Ross, Russ, Sampson, Sergeant, Settle, 
Silsbee,Simkins, Slocumb, B. Smith, Va. A. Smyth, Va. Smith, N.C. 
Southard. Stevens, Storrs, Street, Strong,N.Y. Strother, Swearingen, 
Taylor, Terrell, Tomlinson, Tompkins, Tracy, Trimble, Tucker, 
Va. Tucker, S.C. Tyler, Upham, Van Rensselaer, Walker, N. C. 
Wallace, Warfield, Wendover, Whitman, Williams, Va. Williams, 
N. Cc. Wood—160. . 

Against insisting on the disagreement of the house— Messrs. Bald- 
win, Bloomfield, Cocke, Culpepper, Fullerton, Lathrop, Little, 
Mercer, Shaw, Sloan, Smith, N. J. Smith, Md. Strong, Vt. Tarr—14. 

So the house insisted on its disagreement to the 
whole of the senate’s amendments to the Maine 
bill; and the clerk was directed to acquaint the se- 
nate therewith. 

The house then again went into committee of 
the whole, Mr. Codé in the chair, on the Missouri 
bill—Mr. Storrs’s proposition to insert therein the 
clause to exclude slavery from the territory of the 
United States west of the Mississippi and north of 
36® 30’ north latitude, (excepting the proposed 


state of Misssouri, ) being still under consideration, 


Mr. Beecher resumed his speech on the right of 
congress to impose the restriction, as to slavery. 
Mr. Randolph again spoke on the opposite side 
andsin reply to Mr. Beecher. Mr. Mallary expres- 
sed himself in favor of the accommodation pro- 
posed inthe amendment, and Mr. Storrs also sup- 
ported it. Mr. Livermore opposed it. Mr. Baid- 
win was in favor of the amendment, and replied 
to a point or two of Mr. Beecher’s remarks. Final- 
ly, Mr. Storrs’s proposition was disagreed to—for 
it 33. 

The committee then proceeded to fill up the de- 
tails of the bill; 

Mr. Taylor moved an amendment thereto, going 
to strike out all that part providing the apportion- 
ment of delegates to the convention among the se- 
veral ¢ounties, and substituting therefor, in sub- 
stance, a provision leaving the apportionment to the 
general assembly of the territory, according to the 
free white population thereof. 

After considerable discussion, this amendment 
was negatived, by alarge majority. On filling the 
blanks of the bill, according to the motions of Mr. 
Scott, of Missouri— 
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_ Mr. Taylor moved an amendment fone of which 


‘| he had offered onthe first day that the bill wastaken 


up, and then withdrawn] by adding to the last sec- 
tion the following clause: “And if the same [the 
constitution] shall be approved by congress at their 
next session after the receipt thereof, the said-ter. 
ritory shall be admitted ipto the union, as. a state 
upon the same footing as the original states. 

Debate being had, this motion was lost—ayes 75, 
noes 84, 

Mr. Storrs then offered an amendment, in effect 
to transfer the restrictive amendment already adopt- 
ed to the 6th section of the bill, (which embraces 
those provisions in the nature of the compact,) and 
so modify itas to make it a recommendation for the 
free acceptance or rejection_of the convention of 
Missouri, as an article of compact, toexclude slavery, 
instead of enjoining it as an absolute condition of 
their admission. 

_Mr. Clay seconded the motion, and, with the 
mover, zealously urged the adoption of the amend- 
ment. It was opposed as zealously by Messrs. T'ay- 
lor, Sergeant, and Gross, of N. York. 

Mr. Storrs withdrew his motion—Mr. Clay re- 
newed it—two hours debate followed, maintained 
by several speakers. It was finally negatived, ayes 
82 noes 92, 

No other amendment being offered, about half 
past nine o’clock, the committee (having rejected 
several motions, in the course of the evening, to 
rise and report progress) rose and repurted the bill 
to the house. 

Mr. Lowndes laid the following proposition on the 
table, as an amendment of the rules and orders of 
the house: 

And if any member shall not confine himself to 
the question under debate, and shall be called to 
order, if the decision of the speaker of the house 
upon appeal, be against the member thus deviating 
from the question, such member shall not be, at 
that time, permitted to proceed, without the special 
leave of the house. 

And the house adjourned. 

Tuesday, Feb. 9, Considerable time was spent on 
th+ proposition to amend the rules of the house of- 
fered yesterday by Mr. Lowndes—finally, it was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

The speaker laid before the house a letter from 
the secretary of the treasury, transmitting an ab- 
stract of the official emoluments and expenditures 
of the officers of the customs, for the year 1819; 
rendered in obedience to the provisions of a law ot 
congress; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

The house then proceeded to consider a message 
received yesterday from the senate, requesting of 
this house a con‘erence on the disagreeing votes of 
the two houses on the amendments of the senate to 
the Maine bill. 

On motion of Mr. Holmes, the conference was 
agreed to; and a committee of five members order- 
ed, as the managers on the part of this house. Mes- 
srs. Holmes, Taylor, Lowndes, Parker, of Mass. and 
Kinsey, compose the committee. 

The house next took up the amendments report- 
ed by the committee of the whole to the Missouri 
bill 

The question was taken on all the amendments 
to the bill, with the exception of the restriction 
moved in committee, by Mr. Tuylor, and were 
agreed to. ) 

The question then recurring on the restrictive 
amendment — 

Mr. Storrs moved to amend that amendment by 
striking out the words *‘shall ordain and establish,” 
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aud inserting therein other words, so as to make the 
provision for excluding slavery a proposition to the 
convention of Missouri, asan atticle of compact be- 
tween the United States and the said state, for 
their free acceptance or rejeetion—instead of a 
positive injunction. 

Debate followed, by Messrs. Rhea, Waikerof N. C. 
Johnson of Va. Nelson, Randolph, Smith of Md. For- 
rest and Parker, The amendment offered by Mr. 
Storrs was lost—ayes 82, noes 98. 3 

Mr. Scott then offered an amendment to the re- 
strictive amendment, having for its object, in sub- 
stance, to prevent the operation of the restriction 
either on the slaves now in Missouri, or on their in- 
crease, : 

This proposition was advocated by Mr. Campéell, 
of Ohio; but 

Mr. Scott, at the suggestion of several of his 
friends, withdrew his amendment. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the restrictive amendment, adopted in committee 
of the whole, on the motion of Mr. Taylor, and de- 
cided in the affirmative,—yeas 94, nays 86. 

Mr. Taylor then renewed amotion which he had 
made unsuccessfully in committee, to amend the 
last section of the bill, by striking out the words 
‘sand the said state, when formed, shall be admitted in- 
te the union on an equal footing with the original 
states,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following; 
‘and if the same [constitution] shall be approved 
by congress, the said territory shall be admitted 
into the union as a state, upon an equal footing with 
the original states.” 

This question was briefly supported by the mo- 
ver, and was opposed by Messrs. Scott, Lowndes, 
Mercer, Floyd and Hendricks; and 

The question being taken thereon, it was de- 
cided in the negative, by yeasand nays, as follows: 

Yeas— Messrs. Adams, Allen, Mass. Allen, N. Y. 
Buffum, Butler, N. H. Clark, Crafts, Cushman, Dar- 
lington, Dennison, Dowse, Edwards, Conn. Ed- 
wards, Penn. Fay, Folger, Forrest, Fuller, Guyon, 
Hackley, Hemphill, Herrick, Hostetter, Kinsley, 
Lathrop, Lyman, Maclay, Marchand, Meech, Mor- 
ton, Murray, Patterson, Phelps, Philson, Rich, 
Richards, Richmond, Rogers, Ross, Sergeant, Storrs, 
Strong, Vt. Strong, N. Y. Tarr, Taylor, Tracy, Van 
Ransselaer, Wallace, Wendover, Wood—49. 

NAYS—125. 

The question recurring, on ordering the bill to 

_be engrossed and read a third time: 

Mr. Storre moved to amend the bill, by adding 
thereto anew section, providing for the exclusion 
of slavery from all the territories of the United 
States west ofthe Mississippi and north of 36 deg. 
30 min. of north latitude, excepting the proposed 
state of Missouri—(the amendment commenly cal- 
led the compromise.) 

Another debate took place—finally Mr. Storrs, to 
avoid the long discussion which the proposition 
might create, withdrew it. 

The question was then, at length, taken on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and decided in the affirmative, by yeas and nays, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. 
Adams Buffum Cushman 
Allen, N. Y. Butler, N.H. Darlington 
Anderson Campbell Dennison 
Baker Case Dewit 
Bateman Claggett Dickinson 
Beecher Clark Dowse 
Boden Cook Eddy 
Brush Crafts Edwards, Cons 
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Edwards, Penn. Linn Ross 
Fay Lyman Russ 
Folger Maclay Sampson 
Ford Mallary Sergeant 
Forrest Marchand Silsbee 
Fuller Meech Sloan 
Gross,N. ¥Y. . R. Moore Smith, N, J. 
Gross, Penn. S. Moore Southard 
Guyon Monell Stevens 
Hackley . Morton Street 
Hall, N. ¥, - Moséley Strong, Vt. 
Hemphill Murray Strong, N. Y. 
Hendricks Nelson, Mass. ‘Tarr 
Herrick Parker, Mass. Taylor 
Hibshman Patterson Tomlinson 
Hiester Phelps | Tompkins 
Hill Philson Tracy 
Hostetter Pitcher Upham 
Kendall Plumer Van Rensselaer 
Kinsey Rich ‘Wallace 
Kinsley Richards Wendover 
Lathrop Richmond Whitman 
Lincoln Rogers Wood—99. 
NAYS—Messrs. 
Abbot Floyd Pinckney 
Alexander Foot Pindall 
Allen, Tenn. Fullerton Quarles 
Archer, Md. — Garnett Randolph 
Archer, Va. Hall, N. C. Rankin 
Baldwin Hardin Reed’ 
Ball Holmes Rhea 
Barbour Hooks Ringgold 
Bloomfield Johnson Robertson 
Brevard Jones, Va, Settle 
Brown Jones, Tenn. , Shaw 
Bryan Kent Simpkins 
Burton Little Slocumb 
Burwell Livermore Smith, Md. 
Butler, Lou. Lowndes B. Smith, Va. 
Cannon McCoy A. Smyth, Va. 
Cobb McCreary Smith, N. C. 
Cocke McLane, Del. Storrs 
Crawtord McLean, Ken. Strother 
Crowell Mason Swearengen 
Culbreth Meigs Trimble 
Culpepper Mercer Tucker, Va. 
Cuthbert Metcalf Tucker, S.C. 
Davidson Neale Tyler 
Earle Nelson, Va. Walker, N.C. 
Edwaras, N.C. Newton Warfield 
Ervin Overstreet Williams, Va. 
Fisher Parker, Va. Williams,N.C. 84 


And, a little after 8 o’clock, the house adjourned. 

Wednesday, March 1.—Soon after the Speaker 
had taken the chair, 

Mr. Quarles, of Kentucky, rose, he said, with feel- 
ings which he could not express, and with a me- 
lancholy very seldom experienced by him, to an- 
nounce to the house the distressing intelligence of 
the death of one of its body: my friend and col- 
league, major David Walker, with christian forti- 
tude,fabout eight o’clock this morning, exchanged, 
said Mr. Quarles, a world of cares, of toilsand diffi- 
culties, for, I hope, a mansion of bliss. 

I offer, said Mr. Q. for consideration, resolutions 
comporting with the wish of the deceased. While 
living, my colleague, by profession and practice, in 
private and public life, was a plain unaffected man. 
He, from education, had an abhorrence of pomp and 
parade. He desired that the body that was clad 
with mourning should weep with mental distress, 
He had seen numerous carriages, filled with per- 
sons attending funerals, at this and other places, 
moving with solemnity to the burial ground, ard 
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returning from it with no evidences of sorrow. And 
to prevent a similar spectacle, connected with his 
remains, did he make the request contained in the 
resolutions I now offer. ‘The representatives from 
Kentucky, the relatives of the degeased, and also 
those gentlemen who lived with Rim, and whose 
kindness was generously afforded him in his sick. 
ness, have been consulted with regard to the pro- 
priety of the course which is now proposed, and 
have approved it. I wish that this body will consi- 
cer the departure from the usual course of proceed- 
ing on former occasions of this kind, as arising from 
none other than the purest motives—the most sin- 
cere respect to our colleague—and in this house, 
a desire to carry into execution the dying wish of 
one of its body. I hope that I shall have the kind 
indulgence of my brother members, in permitting 
the repeated wishes of my colleague to be carried 
into effect, conformably to the spirit of the resolu- 
tions now proposed. 

Mr. Q. then submitted the following resolutions: 

Resolved, unanimously, That a committee be ap- 
pointed to take order for superintending the fune- 
ral of David Walker, deceased, late a representa- 
tive fromthe state of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the said David Walker having 
communicated to the speaker of this house, and the 
Hon. James Barbeur, of the senate, shortly before 
his death, his wish that he might be buried without 
pomp or parade, attended by a few only of his 
friends, in compliance with his wish, this house will, 
on this occasion, not conform to the practice which 
has heretofore prevailed, of adjourning, to attend 
the funeral of a deceased member. 

Resolved further, That, in conformity with the spirit 
of the same wish of the deceased, the members of 
this house will depart from the usage of wearing 
crape for one month, with the exception of those 
who may voluntarily choose to conform to said 
usage. 

These resolutions were agreed to, nem. con. 

Mr. Kent, from the committee on the district of 
Columbia, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of the grand lodge of the district of Columbia, 
(to be authorised to build a masonic hall by lotte- 
ry;) which report was read and concurred in. 

Mr, Cannon, from the committee on the subject 
of the militia, reported a bill to establish an uni- 
form mode of discipline and field exercise for the 
militia of the United States; which was twice read 
and committed. 

The Speaker laid before the house a letter from 
the secretary of war, communicating the informa- 
tion required by the resolution of the 24th ult. in 
relation to aloan of gunpowder made to the firm of 
Stull and Williams. 

he Speaker also laid before the house a letter 
from the secretary of war, communicating the in- 
formation required by the resolution of the 22d 
ult. in relation to the contracts heretofore made 
with James Johnson, Alex. M’Rae, Elias Earle, and 
Peter Townsend, for the delivery of powder, arms, 
&e. 

These communications were severally read and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Whitman submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the committee on naval affairs be 
instructed to enquire and report to this house what 
right, if any, commodore Stewart had, by law or 
etherwise, to require that men, whose term of en- 
listment expired while on the Mediterrancan sta- 
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tion, should either re-enlist, or forfeit the right «to 
any claim or provision as distressed seamen, from 
the consuls of the U. Statesin Europe;”’ and what 
right existed at the departments of tlie treasury and 
navy “to refuse remuneration for such claims,” as 
stated in a letter, under date of the 27th January, 
1820, addressed by the secretary ofthe navy to the 
chairman of the committee of ways and means. 

A short debate took place on this resolution, in 
which it was supported by the mover, and was op- 
posed by Messrs. Smith, of Md. and Trimble; in the 
conclusion of which Mr. Trimble moved that the re~ 
solution be laid on the table for the present; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The engrossed bill to authorise the people of 
the Missouri territory to form a constitution and 
state government, and for the admission of such 
state into the union upon an equal footing with the 
original states, was read the third time and the ques- 
tion stated, “shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. Rando/ph rose and spoke more than three 
house against the passage of the bill, on the ground 
(of the unconstitutionality and unjust restriction 
‘which it imposes on the people of Missouri as a 
condition of their admission into the union, &c.— 
‘When Mr. R. had concluded, 

Mr. Holmes called for the previous question. 

The cail being sustained by the house, 

The previous question was accordingly stated 
“Shall the main question be now put?” which being 
agreed to, 

The question was taken on passing the bill, and 
decided in the affirmative by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows: 

For the passage of the bill, 91 
Against it. 82 

So the bill was passed and sent to the senate for 
concurrence; and 

The house adjourned. 

THURSDAY’S PROCEEDINGS. 

In the senate. After other business, the Missouri 
bill, so long debated in the house of representatives 
and containing the restriction as to slavery, had its 
first and second reading and was committed imme- 
diately. 

On motion of Mr. Barbour, the proviso respecting 
slavery was striken out without much opposition, 
as that matter had been settled in the senate. 

We cannot give the details at this late hour, nor 
are they of so much interest now—it finally result- 
ed in adding to this bill the restriction or inhibi- 
tion of slavery north of 364 deg. north lat. as origi- 
nally proposed by Mr. Thomas in the Maineand Mis- 
souri bill. After which it was read a third time and 
sent to the house of representatives. 

The house of representatives sat tilla late hour—on 
the question to agree to the amendment of the 
senate to strike the restriction from the Missouri 
bill, the vote was 

Against the restriction 99 
For it 86 

Being a majority of four votes against the re- 

striction. 








Other proceedings took place, which will be re- 
orted hereafter; the result of which is, that the 
bill for the admission of Missouri without restric- 
tion, and with the inhibition of slavery in certain 
territories, wants only the signature of the president 
to beeome a law. 
The bill for the admission of Waine will of course 
pass, without restriction, incumbrance, or amend- 
|ment. 
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Missouri Question. 


DERATE IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday, January 27,—The question before the 
committee was on agreeing to an amendment, offer- 
ed by Mr. Taytor, of N.Y. to insert after the pro- 
viso, that the constitution shall be republican, and 
not repugnant to the constitution of the U. States, 
the following: 

«And shall ordain and establish that their shall 
be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in the 
Said state, otherwise than in the punishment of 
crimes whereof the party shall have been duly con- 
victed: Provided always, that any person escapjng 
into the same, from whom labor or service is lawful-. 
ly claimed in any other state, such fugitive may be 
lawfully reclaimed and conveyed to the person 
claiming his or her labor or service as aforesaid.— 
And provided also, that the said provisions shall not 
be construed to alter the condition or civil rights 
of any person now held to service or labor in the 
said ierritory.”’ 

‘The amendment having been read, and the ques- 
tion stated by Mr Baldwin, the chairman of the 
committee of the whole— 

Mr. Ytaytor, of New York, rose, and spoke as 
follows: 

Mr. Chairman: The bill on your table proposes 
no act of ordinary legislation. No attribute of so- 
vereignty is more important than that which is ex- 
ercised in the admission of new parties to the fede- 
ral compact. It,was reserved for America to exhi- 
dit, on an extensive scale, an example of indepen- 
dent states uniting for the general welfare, surren- 
dering a part of their sovereignty toa new created 
government, and authorising it to constitute other 
states similar to themselves. 

By the articles of confederation, the approbation 
of nine states out of thirteen was necessary to the 
xdmission of a new member. In the convention 
that formed the federal constitution, the subject of 
admitting new states being under consideration, it 
was proposed that to sucb admission the consent of 
two thirds of the members present in each house of 
congress should be necessary, and it passed in the 
affirmative by the votes of all the states present, 
except Virginia and Maryland. No other question 
was taken on this single pfoposition, and why it was 
not finally incorporated into the constitution does 
not appear, Congress and three fourths of the 
states may change the constitution—may establish 
principles and create powers, injurious to the rights 
of the other states. ‘the period may arrive when 
the desire to obtain this constitutional majority in 
support of some project of ambition, or avarice, 
may lead to the admission of states favorable to its 
accomplishment. 

This bill acquires additional importance from the 
consideration that the territory in question is no 
part of our ancient domain. The power of admit- 
ting new states into the unton, when adopted by 
the members of the good oki confederation, had to 
this territory no more application than to Chili or 
Peru. It was a foreign province—aliento our laws, 
customs, and institutions, It sustained none of the 
conflicts of our revolution; it was purchased, not by 
the blood of our fathers, but with tlre wealth of 
Vor. XVIL1.—-—2. 





their sons. If we believe that, by a liberal con- 
struction of the constitution, the power of admitting 
this territory as a state is possessed by Congress; 
we remember also that politicians of no humble 
name have denied its existence; that anamendment 
to the constitution, for the purpose of obtaining 
from the states a grant of the power now about to 
be exercised, was proposed in the United States’ 
senate, by a statesman eminently entitled to the 
confidence of this nation; that serious doubts on 
this subject existed inthe minds of those who then 
occupied in our government, its most distinguished 
stations—doubts, which were finally removed, as 
other doubts afterwards were, by consideration of 
imperious necessity. 

The magnitude of this questiun is apparent, by 
casting your eye on a map of the tervitory frem 
which it is proposed to carve this s.ate. Who 
knowsits extent? Who has explored its boundaries? 
The waters of its rivers traverse a country of at least 
two thousand miles, before they reach the Missis- 
sippi. It probably contains more square miles than 
all the states of the old confederacy, The rule you 
now apply to Missouri, hereafter will be held appli- 
cable tothe residue of the territory. ‘the fertility 
of its soil, the temperature and salubrity of its chi. 


fmate, its majestic rivers, it vegetable productions, 


its mineral wealth; all contribute to confirm our 
anticipations of its greatness. Under the guidance 
of a wise policy, it will doubtless exhibit in future 
time, the fairest specimens of American character, 
and the most perfect models of free goverument.— 
Cold, indeed, must be his heart, who can contem- 
plate without emotion, the high destinies prepared 
for our posterity in this land of promise—secured 
to them without possibility of failure, if congress 
shall be true to their interests, and to our natioral 
principles. Probably this very question, certainly 
the determination of a few congresses, will irrevo- 
cably decide, whether tiis territory is indeed, as 
it has been pronounced on a former occasion, by a 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Randolph) the most 
expensive acquisition made b; the United States, 
or whether its purchase was the wisest expendi- 
ture of treasure ever made by any nation. 


The importance of this bill is further enhanced 
by the unparalleled excitement it has produced in 
every section of the union; an excitement occusion- 
ed not by the intrigues of political leaders, but ris- 
ing from the intrinsic merits of the subject, and 
manifested by the spontaneous expression of pub- 
lic feeling. 


These considerations, and many more which 
might be mentioned, dictate the propriety of con- 
ducting this discussion in that spirit of temperance 
and fraternal affection, which produced the adop- 
tion of our happy constitution, and has exalted this 
union to its present elevation among the nations of 
the earth. For myself and for those who unite in 
support of the proposed amendment, I solemnly 
disclaim the existence of a feeling unfriendly to our 
brethren of the south. On what foundation can 
such a suspicion rest? The states most unanimous 
in support of this amendment, are those whose at. 
tachment tothe national administration for the last 
nineteen years has been the most uniform, In all thie 
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contests of party strife, which during that time have 
agitated the American family, we have zealously 
supported their principles and their men. We 
have stood side by side advocating the same system 
of national policy, and maintaining the same creed 
of political faith. We have rejoiced in their for- 
tunes and honored their valor. We still cherish 
towards them like sentiments of kindness and es- 
teem. 

We also disclaim any wish to alter the basis of 


- compromise on which the federal constitution was 


founded. fhe spirit of amity and mutual conces- 
sion,” displayed in its formation and adoption is 
equally essential to its preservation. The bond 
has been executed, and we will faithfully perform 
all its conditions; we yield, without grudging, to 
the slave holding states all the political advantages 
they have arght to demand, Ifthe weight and in- 
fluence of the south be increased by the represcn- 
tation of whatthey consider a part of their proper- 
ty, we do not wish to diminish them. ‘The rignt 
by which this property is held is not derived from 
the federal constitution; we have neither inclination 
nor power to interfere with the laws of existing 
states in this particular. On the contrary, they 
have not only a right to reclaim their fugitives 
whererer found, but, in the event of “domestic vio 
lence,” (which may God in hismercvy forever avert) 
the whole strength of the nation is bound to be ex- 


me. 


slavery to be a malignant poison, to believe that we 
consider it essential to the prosperity of Missouri, 
that this poison shall not be infused into her civil 
institutions? Andsare not we as much bound, in 
vir legisiation, to regard her welfare as if we were 
elected by ber people? In exercising this trust, 
we ought to consider not only ber present, but her 
future advantage. The present generation is not 
alone, noreven principally interested in this ques- 
tion before us. if the age of states were lim‘ted 
to the period of human life, this subject would be 
comparatively of little imoortance. But when all. 
the inhabitants who are now engaged in the busi. 
ness of the territory, shall sleep with their fathers, 
it scarcely will have commenced its political exis- 
tence. ‘The statesman whose views look not tothe 
future, is unworthy the confidence of the Ame- 
rican peopic. It depends upon us, in no small 
degree, whether, fifty years hence, the count-es 
of Missouri shall be cultivated like the garden of 
Pennsylvania, supporting a population of industri- 
ous freemen, and centributing largely to the nation- 
al wealth, or whether they shall exhibit the cheer- 
less spectacie presented to our view in the neigh- 
borhood of this district —whether her portionless 
sons shall hereafter become companions of planta- 
tioh negroes, or the independent cultivators of their 
own fields. If improved land be more valuable toa 
state than barren wastes; if a compact population 





erted, if needful, in reducing it to subjection; while | be more valuable than that which is dispersed; if a 


we recognize these obligations, and willnever fail 
to perform them, we ask in return that a system of 
poltcy may not be pursued inevitably leading to the 
imposition of new and unreasonable burdens, which 
were never contemplated when the compromise 
Was made. 

We equally disclaim all desire to restrict the 
emigration of the south, or to deny to it an equal 
participation of territorial benefits. We bought 
the soiland and sovereignty together. We paid 
for ii, not “with the money of Virginia,” but with 
the treasure of the union. When we sell the soil 
every citizen has an equalrightto purchase. The 
proceeds of sale belong to no state, but to the na- 
tion. The powers of sovereignty over the territo- 
ry ought to be exercised, not on the principles of 
Virginia or Massachusetts, but upon those of the 
United States. Is this doctrine unreasonable? Does 
it justify the imputation charged upon its advocates 
by a gentleman of Virginia, (Mr. Randolph) that 
we consider the emigrants of the south “a degrad- 
edcast’” In what part of this country have such 
opinions been maintained? Truth answers no 
where! Wherever emigrants from the south have 


settled, they have largely shared in the hbdnors of 


their adopted states. Distinguished examples 
might easily be mentioned even in the old states. 
Putin the new, in those especially north of the 
(hio, where the principle of the amendment was 
early established, and has been faithfully maintain- 
ed, what is the fact? Have southern emigrants 
been there considered a degraded cast? Whence 
came their government, judges, and secretarics?— 
Wience their present senators and representatives 
in congress? Are not these states, and €specially 
Indiana and Hlinois, indebted, not only tothe south, 
but chiefly to one section of the south, for a princi- 
pal share of that talent and ability which now repre- 
‘sent their wishes and interestsin our national coun- 
cils. 

Mr.Chairman, cannot the amendment be support- 
ed upon principles very different in their character 
from those with which we are unjustly charged by 
its enemies’ Js it difficult for those who admit 


| population of freemen be better than hordes of 
| slaves, we cannot hesitate im deciding what is re- 
| quired by the interest of the territory. 

Is notthe amendment necessary, also, to the wel- 
| fare of the middling class of emigrants throughout 
ithe union? Can they flourish in a country ofslaves? 
Incivilized society, the persons engaged in me- 
chanical arts, constitute no considerable portion of 
its members. But if information derived from the 
old slave-holding states be credited, that class of 
their free population is constantly diminishing. — 
Those arts have been taught to their slaves, who 
now perform the business‘in ‘which free citizens 
were formerly employed. ‘That part of society 
whose physical power requires to be strengthened, 
is thus diminished, and the mechanic is compelled 
to abandoned his home, and search for employment 
in a distant land. 

‘The admission of Missouri, without a restriction 
against slavery, 1s opposed by a majority of the 
states inthe union. ‘hese states, it is true, have 
parted with the power of legislating on the subject; 
but, ought not their jucgment and wishes to be re- 
spected? In business partnerships, what would wis- 
dom dictate in sucha case? Although its managers 
or agents might have power to admit new mem- 
bers, would they be wise to exercise it in a manner 
hostile to the know’ opinions of a majority of those 
both in number and amount, interested in the con- 
cern? What consequences would be likely to fol- 
low such proceedings, even ifthe managers should 
be able, by the means of votesthus acquired, to re- 
tain their places and control the interests of the 
original partners? Could the concern flourish? 
Would not contention and distrust unavoidubly en- 
sue? And is harmony less desirable in a confedera- 
cy of states, than in the little concerns of mercan- 
tile profit? 

The adoption of the amendment is necessary to 
retard the growth of that slave holding spirit, 
which appears to gain ground in the United States, 
Notwithstanding the exertions of abolition and co- 
lonization societies, in various parts of the union, it 
is feared and believed, that public sentiment in the 
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west is becoming less unfriendly to slavery than it 
formerly was; no new state has been admitted into 
the union, since 1791, which has not established 
slavery by law,-unless prohibited by congres. Ala- 
bama, the last state admitted, has not left it to the 
regulation of law, but has protected it by a consti- 
tutional provision. In 1792, when Kentucky was ad- 
mitted; a powerful combination of talent and in- 
fluence was exerted in favor of the gradual emanci- 
pation of her slaves. Who were then the zealous 
supporters of freedom in Kentucky? The history of 
their efforts andthe cause of their failure, are well 
known to some honorable members of this commite 
tee from that state. Unfortunately their efforts did 
not succeed. But, even an attempt to stop the pro. 
gress ofsiavery in the west, though unsuccessful, 
was nosmall honor. It evinced an elevation of 
mind, a magnanimity of purpose, to which the ci- 
tizens of no new state have since attained. Some 
old states have accomplished for themselves, the 
objects of the Kentucky emancipators; but it has 
been done in latitudes only where cotton could 
not he grown, and where the value of slaves was, 
on that account, comparatively small. The in- 
crease ofa slave holding spirit appears, not only 
from these facts, but also from the manner in which 
the ordinance of 1787 is treated, both in congress 
and out of it. That ordinance was passed by the 
unanimous vote of all the states. Thave the antho- 
rity of an honorable representat..¢ from Virginia, 
when Isay, that its sixth article which prohibits 
slavery, was proposed bya delegate of that state. 
Jis enactment was then considered by allthe states, 
as well slave-holding as non-slave-holding, not only 
within the legitimate powers of congress, but es. 
pecially recommended by considerations of public 
policy. Is this sentiment stili maintained? No, sir, 
it is not, public journals, conducted under the pa- 
tronage ofhigh authority, denounce it; distinguish. 
edstatesmen in both houses of congress, proclaim 
it an instance of rank usurpation; and a legisiative 
assembly of one state, at least, have threatened re- 
sistance if congress shall apply the same principlc 
to Missouri. It is not to any purpose to declaim 
against these proceedings; 1 mention them only in 
proof of my proposition, that a slave-holding spirit 
}s gaining ground in the union. 

But, however necessary the adoption of the 
amendment may be to promote the welfare of the 
territory; however calculated to better the cond:- 
tion of mechanics and laborers; however essentia! 
to the preservation of existing siate rights; and 
however much demanded to check the pervading 
influence of slave-holding principles, it ought not 
to be supported, unless in pursuance of some pow. 
er clearly delegated to congress. In my judgment, 
the power may be derived from those grants in the 
constitution which authorise congress to dispose 
of, and make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory of the United States;” «to 
adimit new states into the union;” anc to make all 
Jaws necessary and proper to carry that power into 
effect; and also, from the right of sovereignty over 
the territury, acquired by the treaty with France, 
of April 30, 18035. 

In regard to the first proposition, we observe, 
that much co:nfusion and error has arisen, from re- 
presenting Missouri as now entitled to the rights 
and prerogativesofa state. Nothing can be more 
deceptive than arguments founded on that hypo- 
thesis. Until it shall have formed a con: wu :lion, 
and that constitution shall have been sanctioned 
by congress, and an act of admission passed, it re- 
mainsa territory. It isentitled to no federal pow- 
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er. This bill proposes, on the conditions therein, 
contained, to grant to the people ofa territory. 
permission to do certain acts which they now are 
unable to perform. The power exercised in fixing. 
these conditions is, that of making rules and regu- 
lations respecting the territory—it is legislation 
for the territory. Several sections of the original, 
bill, as reported by the delegate from Missouri, 
propose an exercise on the part of congress, of a 
sovereignty quite as extensive as that claimed by 
the amendment. The bill denies to the people of 
the territory the privilege of determining the ex- 
tent or boundaries of the proposed state It estab- 
lishes boundaries widely differing from those pe- 
titioned for by the legislature of the territory. It 
refuses to them an extensive tract of land which. 
they ask to have incorporated into their limits, and 
gives them a tract which they do not want; and the 
privilere of admission into the union is granted 
only on this condition, among others, that the terri- 
tory shall ratify the boundaries in the bill, 


Neither the qualifications of electors to vote for 
the convention to form the constitution, nor the 
number ofits members, in the appointment of them 
among the several counties, vor the time of hold- 
ing the election, nor of the meeting of the conven- 
tion, are confided to the determination of the ter- 
ritory. Are not some ofthese regulations very im- 
portant, calcylated to have great influence on the 
character of Uic constitution to be formed? But all 
admit the right of congress to establish them. Cer- 
tain conditions are also prescribed without assent- 
ing to which the territory cannot be admitted as a 
state, and by assenting to which she will be depriv- 
ed of powers enjoyed by other states. ane | 


j these are the following: “No tax shall be impose 


vi lands the property ef the United States, and in 
no case shall non-resident proprietors be taxed 
higher than residents.” The right to prescribe 
these conditions, is not denied. 


But, by what provision ofthe constitution is that 
right conferred which does not equally apply to 
the amendment in question? The plain truth is, that 
a law authorising the people of a territory to form 
a constitution and state government,partakes ofthe 
nature ef propositions to form with thema treaty 
or compact. ‘The citizens of Missouri have certain 
rights, of which congress cannot deprive them. 
Phe following are examples: a right of protection 
inthe free enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
and religion; aright of trial by jury; ofthe writ of 
habeas corpus; of freecom of speech and a free 
press; of petitioning government for a redress of 
grievances; of keeping and bearing arms; of securi- 
ty in their persons, houses, papers and’ effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures; and 
many more that might be mentioned. Possessing 
these rights of which we cannot deprive them, they 
petition for a grant of others. In deciding on their 
application, we are bound to consider the subject 
in relation. to the general welfare, embracing that 
of the particular territory. We grant the applica- 
tion upon specified conditions, not inconsistent 
with the principles of the constitution, The peo- 
ple of the territory examine these conditions and 
decide thereon; if approved, they ratify the treaty, 
and succeed to its advantages; if rejected, they 
continue in the enjoyment of all the rights previ- 
ously possessed. Weclaim no authority to form a 
state government for Missouri, to compel her to ac- 
cept it, and come into the union, but we doclaim 
the rne@ht which has ever been exercised, of mak- 
ing her admission depend upon just and reasonable 
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conditions, in the acceptance or rejection of which 


' she acts with entire freedom. 


Congress may admit new states into the union. 
Congress also may declare war, and may borrow 
money.—These acts are ulike to be performed 
when required by the general welfare. ‘the con- 
stitution imposes upon congress no obligation to 
admit new states. It permits none to demand ad- 
mission. It authorises no member of the confede- 
racy to require such admission. ‘The president and 
senate cannot, by treaty admita state into the uni- 
on; nor can they impose on congress an obligation 
todo it. The admission of Louisiana, which was 
part of the same territory with Missouri, was not 
claimed as a matter of right: it was solicited asa 
favor. The propriety of imposing conditions was 
not questioned. It was then thought reasonable 
and constitutional too, that a political as well as 
every other society, should prescribe the time, 
manner and conditions of obtaining the privilege 
of membership. That the power of admitting new 
states and making the laws necessary and proper 
therefor, give the right for which we contend, ac- 
cording to the plain and natural interpretation of 
language, appears to me too evident to need fur- 
ther illustration. 

By the treaty with France, congress acquired 
‘san incontestible title to the domain and possession 
of the ceded territory in full sovereignty. with all 
its rights and appurtenances.” \ The only limita- 
tion on the exercise of this sovereignty, must be 
found in the constitution. The sovereignty is ge- 
neral; but must be exerted ina manner cousistent 
with the principles of our national government. It 
therefore becomes important to ascertain what 
these principles are, in relation to the amendment 
on yourtable, In other words, isthe power of hold. 
ing slaves a federal right? In discussing this ques- 
tion, we ought carefully to distinguish between the 
principles of the United States’ government, and 
those of particular states, The doctrines of New 
Hampshire and of Georgia in regard to slavery, are 
diametrically opposite, and cannot both be the 
doctrines of the United States, The federal go- 
vernmentis as distinct from each of these, as they 
are fromeach other, All these rightfully exercise 
alimited sovereignty in their properspheres. We 
further premise, that, in a confederacy like ours, 
the principles of a domimant state naturally acquire 
a currency and an artificial value from their con- 
nection with honor and power, It is evident 
enough, that the United States’ government does 
not belong to Virginia, any more than to Ohio. It ne- 
vertheless may be quite Virginian, Indeed we were 
told buta few days since, that we are indebted for 
the territory in question to the wisdom and to the 
cash of Virginia. [ Mr, Randolph rose and said, that 
if the gentleman from New York quoted him, he 
hoped he would not misquote him. He had used 
neither the word wisdom nor cash.} Mr. Taylor re- 
plied, that words were only useful as a means of 
communicating ideas. The gentlman from Virgi- 
nia may have used sagacity instead of wisdom, and 
treasure, wealth or money, instead of cash. The 

entleman from Virginia shakes his head, I cannot 

ave mistaken the sentiment. His expressions as 
usual. were very clear and distinct. But it isnot 
material. Fhe political sagacity of Virginia is un- 
impeached, She has manifested it in many respects, 
and in none more than in the ability she displays 
on this floor, She selects for congress her ablest 
sons. She reposes in them a liberal confidence. 
While faithful to her interests, she continues them 


jn her employment, thereby enabling them to ho- ! 


nor the nation and serve their state. She instructs 
them not to waste their strength at home, in petty 
warfare, in scuffles for office, apd in the gratifica- 
tion of private resentments. She points to the 
prize of high ambition, and bids them secure it. 
They obey her mandate, If they stumble, she up- 
holds them. If they fall, she raises them. If they 
wander, she reclaims them. She publishes their 
virtues, and covers their errors with a mantle of 
charity. How unlike Virginia in all these respects, 
to some ofher sisters! She has set before them an 
example, which failing to imitate, their complaints 
of her influence will remain unavailing. And, is 
there less danger that the principles of Virginia, in 
regard to slavery, will acquire popularity, and ul- 
timately pass for those of the nation, because she 
is wise in her policy,and maintains her consequence 
in every department of your government? But let us 
examine what are the principles on which the Unit- 
ed States’ government is founded. Do they justify 
slavery? I answer, they do not. Congress, within 
its sovereignty, has constantly endeavored to pre- 
vent the extension of slavery, and has maintained 
the doctrine ‘that all men are born equally free.” 
But has disclaimed, and continues to disclaim, any 
right to enforce this doctrine upon state sovereign- 
ties. 

The first truth declared by this nation, at the era 
ef its independence, was, “that all men are created 
equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable rights; that among these are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

Are we willing to pronounce this declaration, for 
the support of which the fathers of our revolution 
pledged their lives and fortunes, a flagrant false- 
hood? Was this declarationa solemn mockery? Did 
such men as Jefferson, Adams, Franklin, Sherman, 
and Livingston, proclaim to the world, as self-evi- 
dent truth, doctrines they did not believe? Did they 
lay the foundation of this infant republic in fraud 
and hypocrisy? The supposition is incredible. 
These men composed the committee which report- 
ed the declaration of indepencence. Four of them 
were delegates from Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, 
Connecticut, and New York. ‘They expressed the 
opinions of the statesthey represented. The sen- 
timents of their chairman on this interesting sub- 
ject are not contained in the declaration alone. If 
further evidences be required as to his opinions, it 
is abundantly furnished in his notes on Virginia. 
His denunciation of slavery is there expressed in 
language too distinct to be misunderstood. Ms in- 
justice is portrayed in glowing colors, andits evils 
described with irresistable eloquence. While books 
are read, or truth revered, his sentiments on this 
subject will ensure to their author unfading honor. 

In 1784, Virginia ceded to the United States her 
right and title to the northwest territory, on con- 
dition “that the states there to be formed, should 
be admitted members of the federal union, having 
the same rights of sovereignty, freedom and inde- 
pendence, as the other states.” In July, 1787, an 
ordinance was passed for the government of the 
territory, by the unanimous vote of all the states, 
of which the following is an extract: —“And for ex- 
tending the fundamental principles of civil anc re- 
ligious liberty, which form the basis whereon these 
republics, their laws and constitutions, are erected; 
to fix and establish those principles as the basis of 
all laws, constitutions and gavernments, which for- 
ever h after shall be formed in the said territory; 
to provide also, for the establishment of states and 





permanent government therein, and for their ad. 
mission toa share in the federal councils, on an 
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équal footing with the original states, at as early 
periodsas may be consistent with the general inte- 
rest: It is hereby ordained and declared by the au- 
thority aforesaid, ‘That the following articles shal! 
be considered as articles of compact between the 
original states and the people and statesin the said 
territory, and forever remain unalterable, unless by 
common consent, to wit.” 

“Article 6. There shall be neitherslavery nor in- 
voluntary servitude in the said territory, otherwise 
than inthe punishment of crimes, whereof the par- 
ty shall have been duly convicted: Provided al- 
ways, that any person escaping into the,same, from 
whom labor or service is lawiully claimed in any 
one of the original states, such fugitive may be law- 
fully reclaimed and conveyed to the person claim- 
ing his or her labor or service as aforesaid.” 

This ordinance was passed for the government, 
not ofa part, but of every foot of the territories of 
the United States; not extorted by compromise, and 
considered a hard bargain, but expressive of the 
spirit of freedom which then prevailed, It is an 
imperishable monument of glory and renown to its 
framers. They sacrificed prejudice on the altar of 
theircountry. Avarice found no place in their bo- 
s:ms. Disinterested and magnanimous were their 
acts,and the blessings of posterity will embalm their 
memories. Their names will be engraved oncolumns 
of marble, and preserved in the legislative hall of 
every state north-west of the Ohio. No American 
statesman was then found hardy enough to main- 
tai the anti-republican doctrine, that man cannot 
be free without possessing a power to enslave his 
fellow man. 

This ordinance is important also in another re- 
spect. It shows that, in 1787, Virginia did not con- 
sider that the states to which its 6th article should 
be applied would be deprived of “the same rights 
of sovereignty, freedom and independence, as the 
other states.” The amendment on your table is 
copied from that article, and a proviso added to 
prevent its application to persons now held to ser- 
vice in the territory. ‘he date also ofthis ordi- 
nance is worthy of remark. It was passed in July. 
The convention which formed the federal consti- 
tution was then in session. ‘The members had the 
ordinance before them. They saw the rules and 
regulations which congress had established for the 
government of all the territory of the United 
States. Judging thereby, they could not have 
thought it necessary to guard against the extension 
of slavery by a constitutional prohibition. They, 
therefore, two months after the passage of the or- 
dinance, confide to congress an unlimited power of 
making “all needful rules and regulations respect- 
ing the territory of the United States.” 

The ordinance also illustrates the import of the 
following clause in the constitution: «The migra- 
tion or importation of such persons as any of the 
states now existing shall think proper to admit shall 
not be prohibited by the congress prior to the 
year 1808; but a tax or duty may be imposed on 
such importation, not exceeding ten dollars for 
each person.” ‘This provision iws given great 
trouble to the opponents of restriction on slave- 
ry The extraordinary constructions to which they 
have resorted furnish of this fact conclusive evi- 
dence. That migration and importation do not 
mean the same thing is evident, because atax may 
be imposed on the latter, but not on the former. 
Importation implies the bringing into this country 
from abroad, either by land or by water; migration, 
the moving within it, from one state or territory to 
another. ‘This moving may be either voluntary or| 








by constraint. It applies to all subjects capable of 
locomotion. Slaves may be said to migrate or move 
with their masters, as wellas soldiers with their ot- 
ficers. ‘he word migration was not intended to ap- 
ply to citizens, because the constitution declares, 
that “the citizens of each state shall be entitled to 
all privileges and immunities of citizens in the se- 
veral states.” It therefore must have related to a 
class of population who were not citizens. A more 
particular designation cannot be necessary. The 
power of congress to prohibit the moving of “such 

ersons” into territories and into states which did 
not think proper to admit them, has never been de- 
nied, and, in fact, was rightfully exercised before 
the year 1808. Some of the instances shall be 
pointed out before I sit down. 

‘The constitutional prevision which requires that 
persons held to service or labor in one state, and 
escaping into another, shall be delivered up, gives 
nosanctiontoslavery. That provision would have 
been proper to protect the rights of masters over 
their apprentices and bound servants, even if sla- 
very did not exist. The constitution was formed 
among other objects, for the purpose of “ensuring 
domestic tranquility.”” No power to interfere with 
the laws of an existing state, on the subject of slave- 
ry, having been granted to congress, all interfer. 
ence is denied to other states. 

In 1789, the first congress met under the consti- 
jy me passeda law recognizing the ordinance 

In 1790, North Carolina ceded to the United 
States that part of her territory which now compo- 
ses the state of Tennessee. Knowing the princi- 
ples of the United States’ government to be hostile 
to slavery, she made the grant upon express con- 
diuon, “that no regulation made or to be made b 
congress should tend to emancipate slaves.”? Does 
not this condition most clearly show, not only what 
North Carolina thought in regard to the power of 
congress in this particular, but also of the manner 
in which that power would probably be exercised 
unless restrained by positive stipulation? It would 
even seem to have been considered, bv the words 
of the condition, that its introduction was necessary 
to prevent the then existing laws of the union at- 
(aching to the ceded territory, and liberating the 
slaves therein. : 

In 1794, fourteen years before congress had pow- 
er to prohibit the importation of foreign slaves into 
such states of the union as chose toadmit them, an 
act was passed to prohibit carrying on the slave 
trade to any foreign place or country. By this act 
it was declared, “that no citizen or citizens of the 
United States, or foreigner, or any other person 
coming into or residing within the same, shall, for 
himself orany other person whomsoever, either as 
master, factor, or owner, butid, fit, equip, load or 
otherwise prepare, any ship or vessel within an 
port or place of the United States; nor shall cause 


et any ship or vessel to sail from any port or place 


within the same, for the purpose of carrying on 
any trade or traffic in slaves toanv forcign country 

or for the purpose of procu ring from any foreign 
Kingdom, place or country, the mbabitants of such 
kingdom, place, or country, to be transported to 
any foreign country, port or place whatever, to be 
sold or disposed ofas slaves.”? This act a en- 
forced by very severe penalties. Under its opera- 
tion the extraordinary spectacle was exhibited of 
the United States’ government inflicting exempla- 
ry punishment on its citizens for transporting 
slaves from Africa ‘to Cuba; but allowing, as lawful 
commerce, their transportation from Africa to 
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South Carolina. Congress had power to prohibit 
the former, and it was exercised. No power exist- 
ed to proiibit the latter, because the states reserv- 
ed to themselves this branch of sovereignty until 
1808. We saw and deplored the evil, but our hands 
weretied. It was not suffered to exista single day 
after the power of preventing it accrued. Con- 
gress enforced the principles of this government, 
and manifested its devotion to the rigits of man, 
by passing the act of 1794. Ifslavery be sanction- 
ee by these principles, why was that act passed? It 
proscribed a profitable commerce; it dried up one 
source of national wealth; and was unfriendly to 
the navigating interest. By that commerce no 
new slaves were introduced into the states; they 
were carried to foreign countries, where their im- 
portation was sanctioned by law, and thereby the 
balance of trade was rendered more favorable to 
the United States. Worldly wisdom urged much 
in its favor; yet, such was our condemnation of 
this accursed traflic—so hostile to our national 
principles wasit considered to make merchandize 
of men, that the law was passed with véry great 
unanimity. 

In 1798 the Mississippi territory was claimed by 
the United States, as well as by Georgia. Ifit be- 
longed to the latter, the power of congress could 
not be exerted against the importation of slaves, 
until after the expiration of tenyears; but, such 
was the solicitude of this government to prevent 
the extension of slavery, that an act was then pas- 
ed, declaring “that any slave imported into the ter- 
ritory, from without the limits of the United States, 
should thereupon be entitled to, and receive his or 
her freedom.” 

In 1802 congress further enforced the law against 
the slave trade, by severe penalties, and receguiz- 
ed the prohibitory acts of particular states. 

In. 1803 Georgia ceded to the United States the 
Mississippi territory, and, to prevent the applica 
tion to it of the United States’ principles in regard 
to slavery, the articles of agreement and cession, 
which provided that the ceded territory should 
form a state, and be admitted into the union on the 
conditions of the ordinance of 1787, expressly ex- 
cepted that article which forbids slavery. 

In 1803 Louisiana, including the territory of Mis- 
souri, was purchased from France. ‘The third is 
the only article of the treaty relating to the sub- 
ject before us. It consisis of three parts; first, 
«ihe inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be in- 
corporated into the union of the United States.”-— 
This provision was to be executed immadiately.— 
It extended to al! the inhabitants, wherever resi- 
desi, and depended on no contingency. Without 
it they might have continued aliens, and have been 
treated like the inhabi:ants of a conquered pro- 


‘taken away or affected by state laws. 





vince. ‘The obligation imposed by this clause, was, 
discharged by congress, in passing the act of 1804, | 
erecting Louisiana into two territories, and provid-, 
ing for the temporary government thereof: By’ 
this act they were incorporated into the union, and 
the laws cf the United States were extended to 
them: they became part of the American family, 
subject to its rules and regulations, and bound to 
obev its authority. Their allegiance was transfer- 
red from France to the United States; they were 
chliged to support our constitution and obey our, 
laws; they necessarily acquired some new privi-, 
leres, and lost son.e formerly enjoyed: for exam-' 
ple, they lost the privilege of employing ships in| 
he slave trade —of buying foreign slaves—of pu-| 
nishing heresy, and, in short, of being governed by | 


(jie colouial laws of France; and they acquired the 


privilege of being governed by the American con- 
gress, on principles of freedom. ihese conse- 
quences necessarily followed their incorporation 
into the union. : 

The second clause is contingent, and requires 
that the inhabitants «‘shail be admitted, as soon as 
possible, according to the principles of the federal 
constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, ad- 
vantages, and immunities of the citizens of the 
United States.” The subject matter of this clause 
is inhabitants, not territory. In all the cessions of 
territory previously acquired by congress, a provi-. 
sion had been inserted in the compacts, «that the 
territory should be formed into a state or states.” 
These compacts had been made by congress, which 
had power to admit new states into the union. But 
this treaty was made by the president and senate, 
who had no such power. It was doubted by many 
whether, according to the principles of the federal 
constitution, new states could be erected in this ter- 
ritory: and it was uncertain whether the existing 
states would so amend the constitution as to confer 
the power. But if congress had the power, it was 
uncertain whether, and on what conditions, they 
would think proper to exercise it; and, until the ye. 
neral welfare of the U. States should, in the opinion 
of congress, require its exercise, it was not possible 
for them to be admitted. Moreover, the rights, ad- 
vantages, and immunities, to the enjoyment of which 
they are to be admitted, are those of citizens of the 
U. States. The power of holding slaves is no right, 
advantage, or Hnmunity, arising from the United 
States’ citizenship. Whatever those rights are, 
they must be uniform; that is, United States’ citizens 
ship confers the same riglits in New Hampshire as 
in Kentucky. Ifin Kentucky it gives the power of 
holding slaves, by virtue ofit’a citizen of the United 
States may hold slaves in New-Hampshire. The 
error is in confounding the righits of the U. States’ 
citizenship with those arising under the laws of 
Kentucky. By the latter an authority to hold slaves 
exists; by the former it does not. ‘The rights of 
United States’ citizenship are founded on the con- 
stitution; they are paramount to, and cannot be 
1 But the 
right ofholding slaves may be taken away by state 
laws; therefore it isnota mght ofthe United States’ 
citizenship, and consequently was not guaranteed 
to the inhabitants of this territory by treaty. 

The inhabitants had no right to calculate on a 
power of holding slaves. Neither the principles of 
the constitution, nor the practice of the government, 
justified that expectation. Congress had allowed 
slavery to exist in no territory where its allowance 
bad not been made by the state ceding it, an ex- 
press condition of the cession. These inhabitants 
could not reasonably expect greater rigits than 
were enjoved by those of the original territory of 
the United States. They wer: authorised to expect 
the privilege of self-government, in the same man- 
ner as it had been granted to them; but, hke them, 
they were subject to the determination of congress 
as to time, manner, boundaries, and every other 
condition. Tl ¢ third clause of the article provides, 
«that the inhabitants, in the mean time, shail be 
maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their liberty, property, andthe religion which they 
profess.” Without stopping to enquire into the géne- 
rals:gnification ofthe word property, l take it for gran- 
ted that it does not include the future generations 
of men who may be born in the territory, and the con- 
dition of those now held to service wtll not be chang- 
ed by agreeing to the amendment. With this single 
remark I proceed to observe that the free enjoyment 
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of property cannot mean an absolute right to use it 
without control; nor, that the control shall be exer- 
¢ised in the same manner and degree that it had 
been under the former government, If this were 
its meaning, and the treaty considered in the nature 
of a charter of tights to the inhabitants, that may 
at this time rightfully carry on the slave trade, and 
do many other acts prohibited by law. But the 
right granted freely to enjoy their liberty, proper- 
ty, and religion, only requires that they shall be 
protected by the constitution and laws of the United 
States, in the same manner as the liberty, preper- 
ty, and religion of other citizens, similarly situated, 
are protected. It is a protection according te the 
principles of this, and not of a foreign governinent. 

The act of 1804, to which I have already advert- 
ed, strongly illustrates the solicitude of congress to 
prohibit the extension of slavery, even in the Or- 
leans territory. It forbade the introduction, first, 
of all foreign slaves; secondly, of allslaves brought 
into the United states after May 1, 1798, or there- 
after to be imported; thirdly, of all other slaves, 
except by citizens of the United States, removing 
into the territory for actual settlement, and bona 
fide owning such slaves. All slaves brouglit into 
the territory of Orleans, contrary to these prov!- 
sions, were entitled to freedom, and penalties were 
imposed on the importers. Congress could not en- 
dure the idea that even New Orleans should be- 
come a market for the sale of human flesi. 

The residue of Louisiana was placed under the 
government of the governor and judges of Indiana 
where slavery was forever prohibited by the ordi- 
nance of 1787. It was believed that these officers 
would apply to Missouri the same principles of go- 
vernment on which they were bound to administer 
that of Indiana. Unhappily for Missouri, these 
gentlemen entertained different views, and suffer- 
ed the evil to increase, without an effsrt to retard 
it. ‘The subsequent acts, in regard to this territory, 
dre of so recent a date, that it isunnecessary to de- 
tail their provisions. 

The contests of party at home, and the great na- 
tional questions in which we were soon involved 


with foreign governments, drew the attention of 


congress from this particular subject. It is now 
brought forward at a time when political animosi- 
ties have ia a good degree subsided, and every cir- 
cumstance is favorable to its just <lecision. 

The states of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, were 
admitted into the union in 1802, 1816, and 1818, 
and the restriction against slavery was applied, 
without opposition, to all of them. ‘hey formed 
their constitutions accordingly, and are now reap- 
ing the rich reward of civil as well as political free- 
dom. 

The slave_trade was abolished by act of 1897, to 
fake effect On the first day of January, 1808, be- 
ing the earliest day on which congress could exer- 
cise that power. 

In this manner congress has respected the rights 
of man, and has endeavored, in pursuance of the 
principles of the United States’ government, to limit 
the extension of slavery as much as possible. 

Many important considerations relating to the 
general welfare, are intimately connected with this 
subject. ‘oa few of these I shall briefly advert. 
The defence of our country emphatically rests on 
its militia force. A slave population contributes 
nothing to this force, and occupies the place, which 
otherwise would be filled by a brave and hardy 
yeomanry. In detailing militia fram the several 
states for the public service, the quota of each is 
ascertained, not by its political power or represen- 
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tation in congress, but by its militia returns. War 
muy be made by the representatives of a minority 
of those who are obliged to risk their lives in its 
support. This is a departure from that principle 
of the constitution which establishes a proportion 
between political power and contribution to public 
burdens, a departure which, in operation, has been 
found very unequal, but of which we do not com- 
plain in relation to existing states. It is one cori- 
dition of the compact between us, and we are will- 
ing to fulfil it; but we are not willing to aggravate - 
the inequality. 

By the extension of slavery the contrtbution of 
money as well as of men, is rendered more unfa- 
vorable to the .on-slave holding states. If our reve- 
nues were raised by direct taxation, the inequality 
would not be very great. But, of the millions whic 
have passed through the United States’ treasury, 
how small a portion has been derived from that 
source! Nearly the whole amount has been levied 
by duties on importation. We have paid it in the 
price of our coffee, tea, sugar, and almost every 
other article of foreign merchandize. These articles 
are extensively used; and many of them considered 
necessaries of life by all classes of citizens in the 
non-slave-holding states, while there consumption is 
very limited among slaves. We have no reason to 
believe that the present revenue system will soon 
be superseded by that of direct taxation; and, while 
it continues, our contribution to the public treasu- 
ry will ever remain greatly disproportionate to our 
political power in the federal government. 

[have no desire to magnify the danger of insur- 
rection inthe slave-holding ‘states. I hope it no 
where exists, or, at mosi, in a very limited degree. 
Information derived from honorable members of 
this committee, confirm my belief that such is gene- 
rally the case. I have iistened with pleasure to the 
recital of examples of the unsonquerable attach- 
ment, fidelity, and devotion of slaves to their mas- 
ters. Some of these instances have evinced a mag- 
nanimity which would have done honor to the best 
days of chivalric hereism. They are alike honora- 
bic to master and slave. But these examples are 
of rare occurrence. ‘That some danger exists is not 
denied. Itis admitted by all. Whatever it may 
be, Lam unwilling to entail it upon the inhabitants of 
the west, and with it the obhgation of protecting 
them against «domestic violence.” 

The strength of this nation chiefly consists in its 
moral power. ‘The foundation of this is laid inthe 
intelligence and virtue of the people. A wise ad- 
ministration will always, and especially in perilous 
times, receive the support of such a people. As 
difficulties thicken, and dangers threaten, they will 
not put forth their strength. Being capable of un- 
derstanding the necessity of great sacrifices, they 
will make them with cheerfulness, and will march 
to victory. But this moral power of a nation does 
not consist solely, nor chiefly in the distinguished 
science of her favored sons—-the rich and noble 
few—but in the information and integrity of her 
yeomanry, her farmers, mechanics, and laborers. 
‘These, in a government like ours, possess as well 
the moral power as the bone and sinew of the coun- 
try. Ifa large portion of these be slaves, that pow- 
eris not only impaired, but physical debility occu- 
pies its piace. 

The peculiar situation of this territory requires 
it to become a strong frontier. Lying in the vicini- 
ty of numerous and powerful tribes of Indians, ap- 
proaching the neighborhood of a country, which 
soon may become arich and jealous r‘val, we cought 
not to weaken it with a siave population. 
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_ The representation in congress allowed for slaves 
as I have before said, was matter of compromise. 
The extent of this concession was supposed to be 
seen and clearly understood. It was believed, that 
it could not. be carried beyond the then existing 
states, and possibly, to the territory in dispute be- 
tween the United States and Georgia. It did not 
apply to foreign territory. If you can claim it as 
incident to the power of admitting new states, you 
may stretch the principle to I know not what length. 
The words of the constitution may not be violated, 
but its spirit will be disregarded. No express pow- 
er is granted to congress to acquire territory. Ifit 
exists atall it is by implication. ‘Thus, on the im- 
plied power to acquire territory by treaty, you ratse 
an implied right to erect it into states, and imply a 
compromise by which slavery is to be established, 
and its slaves represented in congress. Is this just? 
Is it fair? Where will it end? Must we allow re- 
presentation not only to French and Spanish slaves 
bought with the territory in question, but to Afri- 
can slaves smuggled into it in violation of law? But 
your lust ef acquiring is not yet satiated. You must 
have the Floridas. Your ambition rises. You co- 
vet Cuba and obtain it. You stretch your arms to 
the other islands in the Gulf of Mexico, and they 
become yours Are the millions of slaves inhabit- 
ing these countries, too, to be incorporated into the 
union, and represented in congress? Arethefree- 
men of the old states to becoine the slaves of the 
representatives of foreign slaves?’ The majority 
may be inyourhands. You may have the power to 
pass such laws, but beware how you use it. Re- 
member by whom, and for whom, this government 
was established. ‘We, the people of the United 
States,” made it to secure our liberty, and pro- 
mote our welfare. ‘rue, sir, it is not every viola- 
tion of the constitution that will justify extreme 
measures. Our union may be compared toa com- 
mercial partnership. Some omissions of duty and 
acts of unkindness may be forgiven; many errors of 
judgment may be overlooked and forgotten; but, if 
there be a transgression which in its very nature is 
beyond forgiveness, and requires resistance, it con- 
sists in admitting into the concern new and unex- 
pected partners, in such manner as to change the 
principles of the partnership itself and destroy the 
rights of the original owners. 

We are bound by oath to support the constitution 
qf the United States. The duty imposed isto up- 
hold, not to impair and weaken it. Our obligation 
is as solemn to maintain the powers confided to this 
government as to forbear the exercise of those 
which belong to others. The amendment on your 
table opposes no state right. Gentleinen require 
us to admit that Missouri is a state, and then demon- 
strate quite clearly that we ought not to interfere 
with her municipal regulations. That Missouri, at 
some period, will become a state in this union I 
havé no doubt; but that she will ever be admitted 
by an American congress without recognizing “the 
fundamental principles of civil and religious liber- 
ty,” I cannot believe. Possessing, as we do, both 
a moral and constitutional right to require of Mis- 
souri a provision against slavery, as a condition of 
her admission—if we fail to exert it, we shall justly 
incur the reproach of our cotemporaries, and the 
malediction of posterity. 





Ohio Canal. 
In compliance with a resolution of the house of 
representatives of Ohio, Gev. Brown has addressed 


opinions on the practicability of connecting the wa« 
ters of lake Erie and Ohio river bya canal. The 
length of the message compels us to dispense with 
its publication entire in our paper, at present. We 
therefore give the following abstract, as embracing 
some ofthe most prominent features of the message: 

The governor proposes three several sites, as 
practicable for the contemplated canal—The first 
through the northeastern part of the state, and 
part of Pennsylvania—The second, through the 
Miami country—'fhe third, along the eastern bank 
of the Scioto river. Owing to the want of the re- 
quisite mathematical demonsirations, he is unable 
to give adecided preference to either route: But, 
keeping in view at the same time expediency, 
utility, and expense, we think he seems to favor the 
one last mentioned. He recommends an accurate 
examination and survey of these routes, and an es- 
timate of their respective costs. He suggests that 
| a transverse canal, fed from the waters of the great 
Miami, Scioto, and Licking, might probably be ex- 
tended from Greenville to Zanesville.”’ 

The governor is of opinion that three millions of 
dollars will be a perfectly safe calculation forits ex- 
pense, should our canal be equally large and deep 
with thatin New York. Forthe purpose of defray- 
ing this expense, he proposes purchasing from the 
United States (say) four millions of acres of the 
land inthe north western part of this state, to whiclz 
the Indian title has recently been extinguished, 
which he thinks may be had at one dollar per acre: 
But this land not to be offered for sale, until the 
contemplated canal be completed; when the most 
moderate calculator will not rate the land at less 
than three dollars per acre. The money for com- 
pleting the canal, may, he thinks, be borrowed on @ 
pledge of the land, or the faith of the state, for se- 
ven years, at 7 per cent. per annum —but deems it 
unadvisable to borrow faster than the progress of 
the work may require. The sales of these lands, 
he calculates, will far more than defray all the ex- 
penses of the canal; which, when finished, will yield 
to our state treasury, annually, a very handsome in- 
come. 

Gov. Brown intimates that a second canal may 
be cut through the above tract of four millions, in 
a different direction from the first, which would 
nearly double the value of the whole tract, and af- 
ford additional millions for improvements of every 
kind of internal communication throughout the 
state. [ Olive Branch. 
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THE METHODIST EPISCOPAL SOCIETY. 

The following statement exhibits the number of 

white and colored communications in the Methodist 

episcopal church in the United States, in 1819. It 
is taken from the last minutes, viz. 











Whites. Colorel. Total. 

Ohio conference, 28,361 773s 29,134 
Missouri do. 4,580 184 4,764 
Fennessee, do. 18,987 1,689 20,676 
Mississippi do. 1,959 412 2,371 
S’th Carolina do. 21.059 11,587 32,646 
Virginia do. 17;234 5,364. 22,585 
Baltimore do. 24,828 9,261 54,089 
Philadelphia do. 24,635 8,161 32,796 
New-York do. 21,183 1,455 22,638 
New-Englnd do. 15,149 163 15,312 
Genesee do, 2309 1388 23,915 
Total, 201,730 39,174 240,924 
Total in 1819, 229,627 
Increase in 1819 11,297 





to them a message, communicating his ideas and | 








